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title  5— administrative 

PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

Paux  24 — Formal  Education  Require¬ 
ments  for  Appointment  to  Certain 
Scientific,  Technical,  and  Profes¬ 
sional  Positions 

ARCHIVAL  SCIENCE 

The  headnote  of  §  24.121  is  amended 
asset  out  below. 

§  24.121  Student  Trainee,  GS-2-4,  in 
the  following  codes:  GS-402,  408,  455, 
458,  462,  483,  802,  1311,  1341,  1371,  1521 
or  other  code  covering  positions  of  stu¬ 
dent  trainee  for  any  professional  field  as 
follows:  Any  biological  science  ( Group 
GS-400),  any  branch  of  engineering 
{ Group  GS-800) ,  any  physical  science 
( Group  GS-1300),  any  profession  of  the 
Mathematics  and  Statistics  Group  (GS- 
1500),  architecture,  landscape  architec¬ 
ture,  patent  examining,  food  and  drug 
inspection,  economics,  accounting,  and 
archival  science. 

(Sec.  11,  58  Stat.  390;  5  U.  S.  C.  860) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Hull, 

Executive  Assistant. 

JF.  R.  Doc.  58-1356;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:51  a.  m.J 

TITLE  6 — AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

Chapter  III — Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

Subchapter  B — Farm  Ownership  Loans 

[FHA  Instruction  428.1] 

Part  331 — Policies  and  Authorities 

AVERAGE  VALUES  OF  FARMS ;  GEORGIA,  LOUISI¬ 
ANA,  AND  RHODE  ISLAND 

On  February  5,  1958,  for  the  purposes 
of  Title  I  of  the  Bankhead -Jones  Farm 
Tenant  Act,  as  amended,  average  valyes 
of  efficient  family-type  farm-manage¬ 
ment  units  for  the  counties  identified 
below  were  determined  to  be  as  herein  set 
forth.  The  average  values  heretofore 
established  for  said  counties,  which 
appear  in  the  tabulations  of  average 


values  under  Section  331.17,  Chapter  III, 
Title  6  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  are  hereby  superseded  by  the  aver¬ 
age  values  set  forth  below  for  said 
45ermties. 

Georgia 


Average 

Average 

County 

value 

County 

value 

Baldwin _ 

$20, 000 

Peach _ 

$20, 000 

Brooks  _ _ 

20, 000 

Seminole _ 

20,  000 

Calhoun _ 

18, 000 

Terrell  ____ 

20, 000 

Dade _ 

18,  000 

Thomas _ 

20, 000 

Early _ 

20,  000 

Tift _ 

20, 000 

Glascock _ 

18, 000 

Washington 

20, 000 

Haralson _ 

17,  500 

Webster _ 

20,000 

Houston _ 

20, 000 

Wilkes  .... 

20, 000 

Jefferson _ 

20, 000 

Worth _ 

20, 000 

Miller . 

20,  000 

Louisiana 

Caddo  . 

$30, 000 

Red  River  __ 

$30, 000 

East  Carroll 

30,  000 

Tensas _ 

30, 000 

Madison _ _ 

30, 000 
30, 000 

TTnirm  .. .  . 

20, 000 
30,  000 

Morehouse  _ 

West  Carroll 

Rhode 

Island 

Bristol 

$25, 000 

Providence  _ 

$25,  000 

Kent _ 

25,  000 

Washington 

25,  000 

Newport _ 

25, 000 

(Sec.  41,  50  Stat.  528, 

as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 

1015) 

Dated:  February  17,  1958. 

H.  C.  Smith, 
Acting  Administrator, 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1368;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


Chapter  IV — Commodity  Stabilization 
Service  and  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture 

Subchapter  B — Loans,  Purchases,  and  Other 
Operations 

[1957  C.  C.  C.  Mobile  Drier  Bulletin  1, 
Amdt.  2] 

Part  474 — Farm  Storage  Facilities 

Subpart — 1957  Program  To  Finance  the 
Purchase  of  Mobile  Drying  Equip¬ 
ment  for  Farm  Commodities 

eligible  borrowers 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
amend  the  bulletin  setting  forth  the  con- 
(Continued  on  next  page) 


CONTENTS 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service  PaSe 
Proposed  rule  making: 

Grapes,  Tokay,  grown  in  San 
Joaquin  and  Sacramento 
Counties  in  California;  han¬ 
dling -  1149 

Rules  and  regulations: 

Lemons  grown  in  California  and 
Arizona;  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling _  1144 


Oranges,  grapefruit,  tangerines, 
and  tangelos  grown  in  Flor¬ 
ida;  limitation  of  shipments.  1143 
Oranges,  navel,  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of 
California;  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling _ i _  1143 

Agriculture  Department 
See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion;  Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

Alien  Property  Office 

Notices: 

Vested  property,  intention  to 
return: 

Aschaffenburg,  Laszola  Rosa.  1163 


Looman-Bijl,  Maria  Helene..  1163 

Nishii,  Tayo _ -  1164 

-  Quirin,  Johanna  L _  1164 

Ruf,  Carlos  Otto — _ _  1164 


Army  Department 

See  Engineers  Corps. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Notices: 

Accident  occurring  near  Clin¬ 
ton,  Md.;  hearing _  1154 

Civil  Service  Commission 

Rules  and  regulations: 

Formal  education  requirements 
for  appointment  to  certain 
scientific,  technical,  and  pro¬ 
fessional  positions;  archival 
science _  1141 

Commerce  Department 

See  Foreign  Commerce  Bureau. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

Rules  and  regulations: 

Farm  storage  facilities;  eligible 
borrowers _  1141 

Defense  Department 

See  Engineers  Corps. 

1141  ' 


1142 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


s 


FEDERALMREGISTER 


'V  1934 


Published  daily,  except  Sundays,  Mondays, 
and  days  following  official  Federal  holidays, 
by  the  Federal  Register  Division,  National 
Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  the  Federal  Register  Act, 
approved  July  26,  1935  (49  Stat.  500,  as 
amended;  44  U.  S.  C.,  ch.  8B),  under  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Federal  Register,  approved  by 
the  President.  Distribution  is  made  only  by 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by 
mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $1.50 
per  month  or  $15.00  per  year,  payable  in 
advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies 
(minimum  15  cents)  varies  in  proportion  to 
the  size  of  the  issue.  Remit  check  or  money 
order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent 
of  Documents,  directly  to  the  Government 
Printing  Office,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

The  regulatory  material  appearing  herein 
Is  keyed  to  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
which  is  published,  under  50  titles,  pursuant 
to  section  11  of  the  Federal  Register  Act,  as 
amended  August  5,  1953.  The  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  books  and 
pocket  supplements  vary. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  re¬ 
publication  of  material  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register,  or  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 


CFR  SUPPLEMENTS 

(As  of  January  1,  1958) 

The  following  Supplement  is  now 

available:  * 

Titles  10-13  ($1.00) 

Previously  announced:  Title  18  ($0.50); 
Title  20  ($1.00) 

Order  from  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington 
25,  D.  C. 


CONTENTS— Continued 


Defense  Mobilization  Office  Pase 

Notices: 

Statements  of  changes  in  busi¬ 
ness  interests: 

Brownlee,  James  F _  1163 

Carson,  Gordon  B _  1163 

Ewing,  Sam _  1163 

LeSauvage,  George  Ross _  1163 

Powers,  Philip  N _  1162 

Reid,  Thomas  R _  1163 

Walsh,  Maurice  C _  1163 

Warren,  J.  Ed _  1163 

Wellford,  R.  Carter _  1162 

Rules  and  regulations: 

Creating  an  Interagency  Health 

Advisory  Board _  1147 

Prescribing  functions  of  Health 
Resources  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee .  1148 


.  I 


CONTENTS — Continued 


CONTENTS — Continued 


Engineers  Corps 

Rules  and  regulations: 

Administrative  procedure; 
bridges  and  dams  across 
waterways _ _ 

Farmers  Home  Administration 

Rules  and  regulations: 

Policies  and  authorities;  aver¬ 
age  value  of  farms,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  and  Rhode  Island- 

Federal  Communications  Corn- 


Page 


1148 


1141 


mission 

Notices: 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Entertainment  Service,  Inc., 

et  al _ 

Mason  County  Broadcasting 

Co _ 

Oregon  Radio,  Inc.  (KSLM), 

et  al _ 

Sheffield  Broadcasting  Co. 

and  J.  B.  Fait,  Jr _ 

Telemusic  Co.  and  South 


Post  Office  Department 

Proposed  rule  making: 

Stamps,  envelopes,  and  cards... 

Tariff  Commission 

Notices: 

Tung  nuts;  institution  of  in¬ 
vestigation  and  notice  of 
hearing _ 

Treasury  Department 

See  also  Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Notices: 

Providence  Washington  Indem¬ 
nity  Company ;  termination  of 
authority  to  qualify  as  surety 
on  Federal  bonds _ 


1143 


1162 


1156 


1152 


1158 


CODIFICATION  GUIDE 


1155 


1157 


A  numerical  list  of  the  parts  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents 
published  in  this  issue.  Proposed  rules,  as 
opposed  to  final  actions,  are  identified  as 
such. 


west  Broadcasting  Co.  et  al. 

1158 

Title  5 

Page 

Federal  Power  Commission 

Chapter  II : 

Notices: 

Part  24 _  _ 

-  1141 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Title  6 

Haught,  Glenn  L.,  et  al _ 

1159 

Chapter  III: 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 

Part  331. . 

-  1141 

Line  Corp.,  et  al _ 

1162 

Chapter  IV : 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

Part  474 _ 

.  1141 

Rules  and  regulations: 

Title  7 

Cease  and  desist  orders: 

Chapter  IX : 

Br>n  Ton  Findings 

1145 

Part  914  _ _ _ 

_  1143 

Crown  Quilting  Co.,  Inc.,  et 

Part  933  _ 

.  1143 

al _ _ —  —  . 

1144 

Part  951  (proposed) _ 

-  1149 

Nan  Duskin,  Inc.,  et  al__  _ 

1146 

Part  953 _ 

....  1144 

Queen  Distributing  Co _ 

Regensburg,  E.,  &  Sons  et  al_. 
Reliable  Luggage,  Inc.,  et  al _ 

Foreign  Commerce  Bureau 

Notices: 

Northrup,  King  &  Co.  et  al.; 
order  denying  export  priv¬ 
ileges  _ 

Interior  Department 

See  Land  Management  Bureau. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

Proposed  rule  making: 

Installment  method  of  account¬ 
ing;  hearing _ 

Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 


1145 

1146 
1145 


1153 


1149 


sion 

Notices : 

Florida;  transportation  of  hay 
and  feed  for  livestock  at  re¬ 
duced  rates _ 

Rules  and  regulations: 

Uniform  system  of  records  and 
reports  of  property  changes; 
common  carriers ;  form  of 
report _ 


1162 


Title  16 

Chapter  I : 

Part  13  (6  documents)  1144-1146 

Title  26  (1954) 

Chapter  I: 

Parti  (proposed) _ _  1149 

Title  32A 
Chapter  I  (ODM) : 

DMO  1-23 . 1147 

DMO  XII-l- _ _ _ _  1147 

DMO  XII-2 _ 1148 

Title  33 

Chapter  II: 

Part  209__ . 1148 

Title  39 

Chapter  I : 

Part  31  (proposed) _  1149 

Title  49 

Chapter  I: 

Part  155 _ 1148 


1148 


Justice  Department 

See  Alien  Property  Office. 

Land  Management  Bureau 

Notices: 

Arizona: 

Small  tract  classification _ 

Small  tract  classification,  par 

tial  revocation _ 

Utah;  opening  of  public  lands., 


_  1154 


ditions  under  which  loans  will  be  made  to 
borrowers  for  purchase  of  mobile  drying 
equipment  to  delete  the  requirement 
that  when  individuals  join  in  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  eligible  equipment,  they  must 
join  as  partners. 

Section  474.664  of  the  bulletin  setting 
forth  the  regulations  governing  loans  for 
purchase  of  mobile  drying  equipment 
(22  F.  R.  4315)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 


1154 
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§  474.664  Eligible  borrowers.  Loans 
for  the  purchase  of  eligible  equipment 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


also  by  section  601.18,  as  amended  June  2, 
1955  (chapter  29760). 

(2)  Grapefruit  Regulation  282 
(§  933.898;  23  P.  R.  999)  is  hereby  ter¬ 
minated  effective  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
February  24,  1958. 

(3)  During  the  period  beginning  at 
12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  February  24,  1958, 
and  ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  March 
10,  1958,  no  handler  shall  ship  between 
the  production  area  and  any  point  out¬ 
side  thereof  in  the  continental  United 
States,  Canada,  or  Mexico : 

(i)  Any  seeded  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  production  area,  which  are  not  ma¬ 
ture  and  do  not  grade  at  least  U.  S.  No. 
1  Russet:  Provided,  That  such  grape¬ 
fruit  which  grade  U.  S.  No.  2,  or  U.  S. 
No.  2  Bright,  may  be  shipped  if  such 
grapefruit  meets  thg  requirements  as  to 
form  (shape)  specified  in  the  U.  S.  No.  1 
grade ; 

(ii)  Any  seeded  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  production  area,  which  are  of  a  size 
smaller  than  a  size  that  will  pack  80 
grapefruit,  packed  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  a  standard  pack,  in 
a  standard  nailed  box; 

(iii)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown 
in  Regulation  Area  I,  which  are  not 
mature  and  do  not  grade  at  least  U.  S. 
No.  1  Russet:  Provided,  That  such  grape¬ 
fruit  which  grade  U.  S.  No.  2,  or  U.  S. 
No.  2  Bright,  may  be  shipped  if  such 
grapefruit  meets  the  requirements  as  to 
form  (shape)  specified  in  the  U.  S.  No.  1 
grade ; 

(iv)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown 
in  Regulation  Area  II,  which  are  not 
mature  and  do  not  grade  at  least  U.  S. 
No.  1  Russet:  Provided,  That  such  grape¬ 
fruit  which  grade  U.  S.  No.  2  Russet, 
U.  S.  No.  2,  or  U.  S.  No.  2  Bright,  may 
be  shipped  if  such  grapefruit  meets  the 
requirements  as  to  form  (shape)  and 
color  specified  in  the  U.  S.  No.  1  grade;  or 

(v)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  production  area,  which  are  of  a  size 
smaller  than  a  size  that  wrill  pack  112 
grapefruit,  packed  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  a  standard  pack, 
in  a  standard  nailed  box. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  February  19,  1958. 

[seal!  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1369;  Filed.  Feb.  21,  1958; 

9:23  a.  m.] 


[Lemon  Reg.  727] 

Part  953 — Lemons  Grown  in  California 
and  Arizona 

LIMITATION  OF  HANDLING 

§  953.834  Lemon  Regulation  727 — (a) 
Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  53,  -as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  953), 
regulating  the  handling  of  lemons  grown 
in  California  and  Arizona,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.; 
68  Stat.  906,  1047),  and  upon  the  basis 


of  the  recommendation  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  handling  of  such  lemons  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that 
it  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (60 
Stat.  237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because 
the  time  intervening  between  the  date 
when  information  upon  which  this  sec¬ 
tion  is  based  becomes  available  and  the 
time  when  this  section  must  become 
effective  in  order,  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient, 
and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted,  under 
the  circumstances,  for  preparation  for 
such  effective  time;  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The  Committee 
held  an  open  meeting  during  the  current 
week,  after  giving  due  notice  thereof, 
to  consider  supply  and  market  conditions 
for  lemons  and  the  need  for  regulation; 
interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for 
regulation  during  the  period  specified 
herein  were  promptly  submitted  to  the 
Department  after  such  meeting  was  held; 
the  provisions  of  this  section,  includ¬ 
ing  its  effective  time,  are  identical  with 
the  aforesaid  recommendation  of  the 
committee,  and  information  concerning 
such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  lemons ;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  during 
the  period  herein  specified;  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  section  will  not  re¬ 
quire  any  special  preparation  on  the  part 
of  persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot 
be  completed  on  or  before  the  effective 
date  hereof.  Such  committee  meeting 
was  held  on  February  19,  1958. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  lemons  grown  in  California  and 
Arizona  which  may  be  handled  during 
the  period  beginning  at  12:01  a.  m., 
P.  s.  t.,  February  23,  1958,  and  ending 
at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  March  2,  1958,  are 
hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  13,950  cartons; 

(ii)  District 2:  172,050 cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  February  20,  1958. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1410;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

9:23  a.  m.] 


TITLE  1 6— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  6864] 

Part  13— Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

CROWN  QUILTING  CO.,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Invoicing  products  falsely 
§  13.1108  Invoicing  products  falsely • 
Wool  Products  Labeling  Act.  Subpart-^ 
Misbranding  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1190 
Composition:  Wool  Products  Labeling 
Act.  , 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended  secs 
2-5,  54  Stat.  1128-1130;  15  U.  S.  C.  45,  63-68 
(c) )  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Crown  Quilt- 
ing  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al„  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Docket 
6864,  Jan.  16,  1958J 

In  the  Matter  of  Crown  Quilting  Com > 

pany,  Inc.,  a  Corporation,  and  Sey¬ 
mour  Bermalc,  Individually  and  as  an 

Officer  of  Said  Corporation 

This*  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  a  manufacturer  in 
New  York  City  with  violating  the  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act  by  labeling  and 
invoicing  as  “100%  Reprocessed  Wool" 
or  “100%  Repr.  Wool”  quilted  inter¬ 
lining  materials  containing  substantial 
amounts  of  non-woolen  fibers. 

Following  acceptance  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  containing  consent 
order,  the  hearing  examiner  made  his 
initial  decision  and  order  to  cease  and 
desist  which  became  on  January  16  the 
decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  respondents, 
Crown  Quilting  Company,  Inc.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  and  its  officers,  and  Seymour 
Bermak,  individually  and  as  an  officer  of 
said  corporation,  and  respondents’  rep¬ 
resentatives,  agents  and  employees,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  introduc¬ 
tion  or  manufacture  for  introduction  into 
commerce,  or  the  offering  for  sale,  sale, 
transportation  or  distribution  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act  and  the 
Wool  Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939,  of 
quilted  interlining  material  or  other 
“wool  products”,  as  such  products  are 
defined  in  and  subject  to  the  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939,  which 
products  contain,  purport  to  contain,  or 
in  any  way  are  represented  as  contain¬ 
ing,  “wool”,  “reprocessed  wool”  or  “re¬ 
used  wool”,  as  those  terms  are  defined  in 
said  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from  misbranding  such  products  by: 

1.  Falsely  or  deceptively  stamping,  tag¬ 
ging,  labeling  or  otherwise  identifying 
such  products  as  to  character  or  amount 
of  the  constituent  fibers  included  therein;, 

2.  Failing  to  securely  affix  or  to  place 
on  each  such  product  a  stamp,  tag,  label, 
or  other  means  of  identification  showing 
in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner: 

(a)  The  percentage  of  the  total  fiber 
weight  of  such  wool  products,  exclusive 
of  ornamentation  not  exceeding  five  per- 
centum  of  said  total  fiber  weight  of: 
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(1)  wool,  (2)  reprocessed  wool,  (3) 
reused  wool,  (4)  each  fiber  other  than 
wool  where  said  percentage  by  weight 
of  such  fiber  is  five  percentum  or  more, 
2nd  (5)  the  aggregate  of  all  other  fibers; 

(b)  The  maximum  percentages  of  the 
total  weight  of  such  wool  product  of  any 
nonfibrous  loading,  filling,  or  adulter¬ 
ating  matter; 

(c)  The  name  or  the  registered  identi¬ 
fication  number  of  the  manufacturer  of 
such  wool  product  or  of  one  or  more  per¬ 
sons  engaged  in  introducing  such  wool 
product  into  commerce,  or  in  the  offer¬ 
ing  for  sale,  sale,  transportation,  distri¬ 
bution  or  delivery  for  shipment  thereof 
in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined 
in  the  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act  of 
1939. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Crown 
Quilting  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
and  its  officers,  and  Seymour  Bermak, 
individually  and  as  an  officer  of  said 
corporation,  and  respondents’  repre¬ 
sentatives,  agents  and  employees,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  offering 
for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  quilted 
interlining  material  or  any  other  prod¬ 
ucts  in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from : 

Misrepresenting  the  constituent  fibers 
of  which  their  products  are  composed  or 
the  percentages  or  amounts  thereof,  in 
sales  invoices,  shipping  memoranda  or 
in  any  other  manner. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file 
with  the  Commission  a  report  in  writing 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and 
form  in  which  they  have  complied  with 
the  order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued;  January  16, 1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58-1333;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  6794] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

RELIABLE  LUGGAGE,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Furnishing  means  and  in¬ 
strumentalities  of  misrepresentation  or 
deception:  §  13.1056  Preticketing  mer¬ 
chandise  misleadingly.  Subpart — Mis¬ 
branding  or  mislabeling :  §  13.1280  Price. 
Subpart — Misrepresenting  oneself  and 
goods — Prices:  §  13.1811  Fictitious  pre¬ 
ticketing. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Reliable 
Luggage,  Inc.,  et  al..  West  Pittsburg,  Pa., 
Docket  6794,  Jan.  16,  19581 


In  the  Matter  of  Reliable  Luggage,  Inc., 
a  Corporation,  and  Sam  L.  Weiner,  Jay 
H.  Weiner,  and  Leroy  Weiner,  Indi¬ 
vidually  and  as  Officers  of  Said  Cor¬ 
poration 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  manufacturers  in 
West  Pittsburg,  Pa.,  with  preticketiiig 
their  luggage  with  labels  bearing  ficti¬ 
tiously  high  retail  prices,  thereby  giving 
retailers  a  means  of  deceiving  the  public 
into  believing  that  the  actual  prices  were 
bargains. 

Following  acceptance  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  for  a  consent  order, 
the  hearing  examiner  made  his  initial 
decision  and  order  to  cease  and  desist 
which  became  on  January  16  the  decision 
of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondents.  Relia¬ 
ble  Luggage,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its 
officers,  Sam  L.  Weiner,  Jay  H.  Weiner, 
and  Leroy  Weiner,  individually  and  as 
officers  of  said  corporate  respondent,  and 
respondents’  agents,  representatives  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  luggage  and  related  prod¬ 
ucts  in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is 
defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from : 

1.  Representing  by  means  of  fictitious 
preticketing  of  price  tags  or  otherwise 
that  certain  amounts  are  the  customary 
and  usual  retail  prices  of  such  products 
when  such  amounts  are  in  excess  of  the 
prices  at  which  such  products  are  usually 
and  customarily  sold  at  retail  in  the 
normal  course  of  business. 

2.  Putting  any  plan  into  operation 
through  the  use  of  which  retailers  or 
others  may  misrepresent  the  customary 
and  usual  retail  prices  of  such  products. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and 
form  in  which  they  have  complied  with 
the  order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  January  16, 1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1334;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:47  a.  m.J 


[Docket  6858 J 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

BON  TON  FINDINGS 

Subpart — Furnishing  means  and  in¬ 
strumentalities  of  misrepresentation  or 
deception:  §  13.1055  Furnishing  means 
and  instrumentalities  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  or  deception.  Subpart — Misbrand¬ 


ing  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1185  Composi¬ 
tion;  §  13.1295  Quality  or  grade. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Carl 
Cohen  trading  as  Bon  Ton  Findings,  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  Docket  6858,  Jan.  15,  1958] 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  a  manufacturer  in 
New  York  City  with  imprinting  the  mark 
“14K”  on  the  back  or  other  location  of 
watch  cases  which  were  manufactured 
from  gold  of  less  than  14-karat  fineness, 
thereby  enabling  retailers  to  mislead  the 
•public  as  to  the  gold  content  of  the 
products. 

Following  approval  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  for  a  consent  order, 
the  hearing  examiner  made  his  initial 
decision  and  order  to  cease  and  desist 
which  became  on  January  15  the 
decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent,  Carl 
Cohen,  trading  and  doing  business  as  Bon 
Ton  Findings,  or  under  any  other  name, 
his  agents,  representatives  and  em¬ 
ployees,  directly  or  through  any  corpo¬ 
rate  or  other  device,  in  connection  with 
the  offering  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution 
of  any  articles  composed  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  gold  or  an  alloy  of  gold  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

Stamping,  branding,  engraving  or 
marking  any  article,  or  selling  any  article 
that  is  stamped,  branded,  engraved  or 
marked,  with  any  phrase  or  mark  such 
as  14K,  or  otherwise  representing  directly 
or  by  implication  that  the  whole  or  a 
part  of  any  article  is  composed  of  gold 
or  an  alloy  of  gold  of  any  designated 
fineness,  unless  the  article  or  part  thereof 
so  marked  or  represented  is  composed  of 
gold  of  the  designated  fineness  within 
the  permissible  tolerance  established  by 
the  National  Stamping  Act  (15  U.  S.  C. 
sections  294  et  seq.). 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows:  • 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent 
herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  him  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  he  has  complied  with  the  order 
to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued;  January  15,  1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[  seal  ]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1335;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:47  a.  m.l 


[Docket  6751) 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

QUEEN  DISTRIBUTING  CO. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.50  Dealer  or  seller  assist - 
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ance ;  §  13.60  Earnings  and  profits; 
§  13.115  Jobs  and  employment  service; 
§  13.143  Opportunities;  §  13.195  Safety; 
§  13.205  Scientific  or  other  relevant  facts. 
Subpart — Misrepresenting  oneself  and 
goods — Goods:  §  13.1615  Earnings  and 
profits;  §  13.1670  Jobs  and  employment; 
§  13.1697  Opportunities  in  product  or 
service;  §  13.1740  Scientific  or  other  rele¬ 
vant  facts. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Nathan 
E.  White  trading  as  Queen  Distributing  Co., 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  Docket  6751,  Jan.  15,  19581 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  a  seller  in  New 
York  City  of  vending  machines  and  gum 
and  nut  meats  dispensed  thereby, 
wTith  misrepresenting,  in  advertisements 
placed  in  local  newspapers — some  in  the 
“Help  Wanted”  columns — and  by  his 
salesmen  visiting  prospects,  the  profits 
to  be  made  from  the  machines,  and 
making  such  false  representations  as 
that  the  business  was  “perfect  insurance 
against  old  age,  permanent  or  partial 
disability”,  that  satisfactory  locations 
would  be  obtained  for  the  machines,  etc. 

Following  approval  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  for  a  consent  order, 
the  hearing  examiner  made  his  initial 
decision  and  order  to  cease  and  desist 
which  became  on  January  15  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondent  Nathan 
E.  White,  an  individual,  trading  as 
Queen  Distributing  Company,  or  under 
any  other  name,  and  his  representatives, 
agents,  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  sale,  offering  for 
sale,  or  distribution  of  vending  machines 
or  vending  machine  supplies  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from  repre¬ 
senting,  directly  or  by  implication,  that: 

1.  Employment  is  offered  by  respond¬ 
ent  when  in  fact,  the  real  purpose  of 
the  advertisement  is  to  obtain  purchasers 
iot  respondent's  products. 

2.  The  earnings  or  profits  derived 
from  the  operation  of  respondent’s  ma¬ 
chines  exceed  those  which  are,  in  fact, 
customarily  earned  by  operators  of  re¬ 
spondent’s  machines. 

3.  The  amount  of  money  invested  in 
respondent’s  products  is  secured  by  in¬ 
ventory  or  otherwise. 

4.  The  purchasers  of  respondent’s 
products  will  be  given  an  exclusive  ter¬ 
ritory  within  which  to  place  and  operate 
their  machines,  unless  such  is  the  fact. 

5.  It  is  necessary  for  a  person  to  have 
a  car  or  furnish  references  in  order  to 
qualify  for  respondent’s  offer. 

6.  The  purchasers  of  respondent’s 
products  cannot  lose  their  investments. 

7.  Financial  security  will  be  realized 
by  the  person  who  participates  in  re¬ 
spondent’s  proposal. 

8.  The  operation  of  respondent’s  ma¬ 
chines  provides  the  safest  or  surest 
business  on  earth,  or  misrepresenting  in 
any  other  manner  the  safety  or  surety 
of  said  business. 


9.  The  profits  derived  from  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  respondent’s  machines  provide 
financial  assurance  to  old  persons  and 
those  suffering  from  permanent  or  par¬ 
tial  disability. 

10.  The  machines  sold  by  respondent 
are  insured  by  him  without  charge  to  the 
purchaser. 

11.  Respondent  or  his  sales  repre¬ 
sentatives  or  agents  obtain,  or  assist  in 
obtaining,  satisfactory  or  other  locations 
for  machines  purchased,  unless  such  is 
the  fact. 

12.  Respondent  or  his  sales  represent¬ 
atives  or  agents  will  aid  or  assist  pur¬ 
chasers  in  learning  the  vending  machine 
business  and  furnish  literature  and  in¬ 
structions  in  connection  therewith,  un¬ 
less  such  is  the  fact. 

13.  Respondent  will  purchase  the 
vending  machines  if  purchasers  are  not 
satisfied. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  respondent 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  him  of  this  order,  file  wTith 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  and  manner  and  form 
in  which  he  has  complied  with  the  order 
to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  January  15,  1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1336;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:47  a.  m.[ 


|  Docket  6854] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

E.  REGENSBURG  &  SONS  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Furnishing  means  and  in¬ 
strumentalities  of  misrepresentation  or 
deception:  §  13.1055  Furnishing  means 
and  instrumentalities  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  or  deception.  Subpart — Misbrand¬ 
ing  or  mislabeling :  §  13.1215  Govern¬ 
ment,  official  or  other  sanction;  §  13.1255 
Manufacture  or  preparation.  Subpart — 
Simulating  competitor  or  another  or 
product  thereof:  §  13.2217  Government 
insignia,  stamps,  etc.1 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  45)  |  Cease  and  desist  order,  E. 

Regensburg  &  Sons  also  trading  as  S.  Fer¬ 
nandez  &  Co.  et  al„  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Docket 
6854,  Jan.  15,  1958 1 

In  the  Matter  of  E.  Regensburg  &  Sons, 
a  Corporation,  Trading  and  Doing 
Business  Under  Its  Own  Name  and  as 
S.  Fernandez  &  Co.,  and  Edward  J. 
Regensburg,  Charles  P.  Regensburg, 
Edward  B.  Regensburg  and  Jeannette 
Regensburg,  Individually  and  as  Offi¬ 
cers  of  said  Corporation 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  cigar  manufac¬ 
turers  in  New  York  City  with  using  on 


1  New. 


cigar  boxes  a  “guarantee”  stamp  ! 
closely  resembling  the  official  Custom 
stamp  in  lettering,  design,  and  piJJ* 
ment  on  boxes  as  to  lead  customers^ 
believe  that  they  were  buying  cigars 
made  under  Government  bond.  8ars 

Following  approval  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  for  a  consent  order 
the  hearing  examiner  made  his  initial 
decision  and  order  to  cease  and  desist 
which  became  on  January  15  the  deci- 
sion  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  « 
follows:  “ 

It  is  ordered.  That  E.  Regensburg  & 
Sons,  a  corporation,  trading  and  doing 
business  under  its  own  name  and  as  S 
Fernandez  &  Co.,  and  its  officers,  and 
Edward  J.  Regensburg,  Charles  P.  Re. 
gensburg,  Edward  B.  Regensburg,  and 
Jeanette  Regensburg,  individually  and 
as  officers  of  said  corporation,  and  their 
agents,  representatives,  and  employees 
directly  or  through  any  corporate  or 
other  device,  in  connection  with  offering 
for  sale,  sale,  or  distribution  of  cigars 
in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined 
in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act, 
do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

Using  any  stamp  which  either  by  rea¬ 
son  of  its  appearance,  its  placement  on 
containers  of  cigars,  or  by  a  combination 
of  both  effects,  simulates  the  United 
States  Customs  stamp  required  by  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  and  the  regulations 
thereunder  to  be  affixed  to  boxes  con¬ 
taining  cigars  manufactured  in  bond. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and 
form  in  which  they  have  complied  with 
the  order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  January  15, 1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1337;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  6845[ 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

NAN  DUSKIN,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.155  Prices:  Comparative. 
Subpart — Concealing ,  obliterating,  or  re¬ 
moving  law-required  and  informative 
marking:  §  13.516  Fur  products  tags  or 
identification.  Subpart — Invoicing  prod¬ 
ucts  falsely:  §  13.1108  Invoicing  products 
falsely:  Fur  Product^  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — Misbranding  or  mislabeling: 
§  13.1212  Formal  regulatory  and  statu¬ 
tory  requirements :  Fur  Products  Label¬ 
ing  Act.  Subpart — Neglecting,  unfairly 
or  deceptively,  to  make  material  dis¬ 
closure:  §  13.1845  Composition:  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1852  Formal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements: 
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Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1865 
ZLufacture  or  preparation:  Fur  Prod- 
S  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1900  Source  or 
JJjl,,.  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act; 

place. 

,cPC  6  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
1  «niv  sec  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
1  8  65  Stat.  179:  15  U.  S.  C.  45,  69f) 
and  desist  order,  Nan  Duskin,  Inc.,  et 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Docket  6845,  Jan.  15, 
19581 

In  the  Matter  of  Nan  Duskin,  Inc.,  a 
1  corporation,  and  Mrs.  August  A.  Lin¬ 
coln,  Milton  Schneiderman,  and  Au- 
aust  A.  Lincoln,  Individually  and  as 
Officers  of  Said  Corporation. 


This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  furriers  in  Phila¬ 
delphia.  Pa.,  with  violating  the  Fur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act  by  removing  from  fur 
products  the  original  manufacturer’s 
labels  and  substituting  labels  which 
failed  to  include  all  of  the  required  in¬ 
formation;  by  failing  to  conform  to  the 
labeling  and  invoicing  requirements; 
and,  in  newspaper  advertisements,  fail¬ 
ing  to  disclose  the  names  of  animals  pro¬ 
ducing  certain  furs,  the  fact  that  certain 
furs  were  artificially  colored,  and  the 
name  of  the  country  of  origin  of  im¬ 
ported  furs,  and  using  comparative 
price  and  savings  claims  not  based  on 
current  market  values. 

Following  approval  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  containing  consent 
order,  the  hearing  examiner  made  his 
initial  decision  and  order  to  cease  and 
desist  which  became  on  January  15  the 
decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 


It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Nan 
Duskin,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its  offi¬ 
cers  and  respondents  Anne  D.  Lincoln, 
Milton  Schneidman  and  August  A.  Lin¬ 
coln,  individually  and  as  officers  of  said 
corporation,  and  respondents’  repre¬ 
sentatives,  agents  and  employees,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  introduc¬ 
tion  into  commerce,  or  the  sale,  adver¬ 
tising,  or  offering  for  sale  in  commerce, 
or  the  transportation  or  distribution  in 
commerce,  of  fur  products,  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  sale,  advertising,  offer¬ 
ing  for  sale,  transportation,  or  distribu¬ 
tion  of  fur  products  which  have  been 
made  in  whole  or  in  part  of  fur  which 
has  been  shipped  and  received  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  “commerce,”  “fur,”  and  “fur 
products”  are  defined  in  the  Fur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act,  do  forthwith  cease 
and  desist  from : 

A.  Misbranding  fur  products  by: 

1.  Failing  to  affix  labels  to  fur  products 
showing; 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs 
contained  in  the  fur  product  as  set  forth 
in  the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide  and  as 
prescribed  under  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions^ 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is  the 
fact; 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  other¬ 


wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such 
is  the  fact; 

(d)  That  the  fur  product  is  composed 
in  whole  or  in  substantial  part  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(e)  The  name;  or  other  identification 
issued  and  registered  by  the  Commission, 
of  one  or  more  persons  who  manufac¬ 
tured  such  fur  product  for  introduction 
into  commerce,  introduced  it  into  com¬ 
merce,  sold  it  in  commerce,  advertised  or 
offered  it  for  sal  j  in  commerce,  or  trans¬ 
ported  or  distributed  it  in  commerce; 

(f)  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  used  in  the  fur 
product. 

2.  Setting  forth  on  labels  attached  to 
fur  products: 

(a)  Information  required  under  sec¬ 
tion  4  (2)  of  the  Fur  Products  Labeling 
Act  and  the  rules  and  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  mingled  with  non- 
required  information; 

(b)  Information  required  under  sec¬ 
tion  4  (2)  of  the  Fur  Products  Labeling 
Act  and  the  rules  and  regulations. 

3.  Failing  to  show  on  labels  attached 
to  fur  products  all  of  the  information 
required  under  section  4  (2)  of  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  thereunder  on 
one  side  of  such  labels. 

B.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by: 

1.  Failing  to  furnish  invoices  to  pur¬ 
chasers  of  fur  products  showing: 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs 
contained  in  the  fur  products  as  set 
forth  in  the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide 
and  as  prescribed  under  the  rules  and 
regulations; 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  other¬ 
wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such 
is  the  fact; 

(d)  That  the  fur  product  is  composed 
in  whole  or  in  substantial  part  cf  paws, 
tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(e)  The  name  and  address  of  the  per¬ 
son  issuing  such  invoices; 

(f)  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  contained  in  the 
fur  product. 

2.  Using  the  term  “blended”  to  describe 
the  pointing,  bleaching,  dyeing,  or  tip¬ 
dyeing  of  furs. 

C.  Falsely  or  deceptively  advertising 
fur  products,  through  the  use  of  any 
advertisement,  representation,  public 
announcement,  or  notice  which  is  in¬ 
tended  to  aid,  promote,  or  assist,  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  the  sale  or  offering  for 
sale  of  fur  products,  and  which: 

1.  Fails  to  disclose: 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs 
contained  in  the  fur  products  as  set 
forth  in  the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide 
and  as  prescribed  under  the  rules  and 
regulations; 

(b)  That  the  fur  products  contain  or 
are  composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  other¬ 
wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such 
is  the  fact; 


(c)  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  contained  in  fur 
products. 

2.  Makes  use  of  comparative  prices  or 
percentage  savings  claims  unless  such 
compared  prices  or  percentage  savings 
claims  are  based  upon  current  market 
values  or  unless  a  bona  fide  price  at  a 
designated  time  is  stated. 

3.  Making  pricing  claims  and  repre¬ 
sentations  of  the  types  referred  to  in 
subparagraph  2  above,  unless  there  is 
maintained  by  respondents  full  and 
adequate  records  disclosing  the  facts 
upon  which  such  claims  or  representa¬ 
tions  are  based  as  required  by  Rule  44  (e). 
of  the  rules  and  regulations. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  substitution  of  labels  by 
respondents  affixed  to  fur  products  which 
have  been  shipped  to  and  received  by 
respondents  in  commerce,  that  respond¬ 
ents  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from 
misbranding  such  products  in  any  of  the 
respects  set  forth  in  Paragraph  A  1  of 
this  order. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondent  Nan 
Duskin,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its  of¬ 
ficers,  and  respondents  Anne  D.  Lincoln 
(erroneously  referred  to  in  the  complaint 
as  Mrs.  August  A.  Lincoln),  Milton 
Schneidman  (erroneously  referred  to  in 
the  complaint  as  Milton  Schneiderman) , 
and  August  A.  Lincoln,  individually  and 
as  officers  of  said  corporation,  shall, 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon 
them  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  a  report  in  writing,  setting  forth  in 
detail  the  manner  and  form  in  which 
they  have  complied  with  the  order  to 
cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  January  15, 1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary . 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1338;  Filed,  Feb  21,  1958; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


TITLE  32A— NATIONAL  DEFENSE, 
APPENDIX 

Chapter  I — Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization 

[Defense  Mobilization  Order  XII-1] 

DMO  XII-1 — Creating  an  Interagency 
Health  Advisory  Board 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me 
pursuant  to  the  National  Security  Act 
of  1947,  as  amended;  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  3,  effective  June  12,  1953;  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended;  and  Executive  Order  10480  of 
August  14,  1953,  and  in  order  to  assist 
the  Director,  Office  of  Defense  Mobiliza¬ 
tion  to  coordinate  the  planning  for  the 
effective  utilization  in  time  of  mobiliza¬ 
tion  of  health  resources,  including  man¬ 
power,  supplies  and  facilities,  it  is 
hereby  ordered: 

1.  There  is  established  in  the  Office  of 
Defense  Mobilization  the  Interagency 
Health  Advisory  Board  which  shall  con- 
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sist  of  the  Assistant  Director  for  Health, 
Office  of  Defense  Mobilization  as  Chair¬ 
man,  a  representative  of  the  Health  Re¬ 
sources  Advisory  Committee,  Office  of 
Defense  Mobilization,  and  a  representa¬ 
tive  from  each  of  the  following: 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Department  of  the  Army. 

Department  of  the  Navy. 

Department  of  the  Air  Force. 

Department  of  Health,  Education  and  Wel¬ 
fare. 

Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration. 

Selective  Service  System. 

Veterans’  Administration. 

and  such  other  agencies  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  designated  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization. 

2.  The  Interagency  Health  Advisory 
Board  shall  furnish  advice  and  assist¬ 
ance  to  the  Director  of  the  Office  of  De¬ 
fense  Mobilization: 

(a)  On  interagency  problems  in  de¬ 
fense  mobilization  planning  for  the 
utilization  and  control  of  health  re¬ 
sources,  including  professional  and  aux¬ 
iliary  health  manpower,  health  supplies 
and  equipment,  and  health  facilities; 

(b)  On  related  health  studies  and  pro¬ 
gram  recommendations;  and 

(c)  On  such  other  related  health  mo¬ 
bilization  matters  as  may  be  requested. 

This  order  supersedes  Defense  Mobili¬ 
zation  Order  1-23,  dated  May  31,  1956, 
and  shall  take  effect  on  February  17, 
1958. 

Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization, 
Gordon  Gray, 

Director. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1357;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:51  a.  m.j 


[Defense  Mobilization  Order  XII-2] 

DMO  XII-2 — Prescribing  the  Functions 

of  the  Health  Resources  Advisory 

Committee 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  the  National  Security  Act  of  1947, 
as  amended;  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3, 
effective  June  12,  1953;  and  Executive 
Order  10480  of  August  14, 1953,  it  is  here¬ 
by  ordered: 

1.  That  the  Health  Resources  Advisory 
Committee  of  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobi¬ 
lization  shall  consist  of  representatives 
from  the  health  community  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  including,  but  not  necessarily  limited 
to,  medicine,  dentistry,  and  nursing,  and 
having  competence  in  the  several  fields  of 
health  activities,  such  as  clinical  practice, 
public  health,  hospital  administration, 
research,  and  education. 

2.  The  Health  Resources  Advisory 
Committee  shall 

a.  Advise  the  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Defense  Mobilization  on  problems  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  mobilization  of  health 
resources ; 

b.  Make  recommendations  on  ques¬ 
tions  of  policy  relative  to  the  allocation, 
utilization  and  administration  of  health 
resources  under  various  mobilization 
situations ; 

c.  Interpret  views  of  the  health  com¬ 
munity  of  the  country  on  matters  relat¬ 


ing  to  the  mobilization  of  health  re¬ 
sources,  including  manpower,  facilities 
and  supplies. 

3.  The  Chairman  and  members  of  the 
Committee  will  be  appointed  by  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization. 
The  Assistant  Director  for  Health  of  the 
Office  of  Defense  Mobilization  will  assist, 
and  as  appropriate,  represent  the  Direc¬ 
tor  with  respect  to  the  activities  of  the 
Committee,  and  will  be  responsible  for 
relating  the  work  of  this  Committee  to 
the  activities  and  responsibilities  of  the 
Office  of  Defense  Mobilization  in  the  field 
of  health  resources. 

4.  This  order  is  effective  February  17, 
1958. 

Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization, 
Gordon  Gray, 

Director. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1358;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


TITLE  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  II — Corps  of  Engineers, 
Department  of  the  Army 

Part  209 — Administrative  Procedure 

bridges  and  dams  across  waterways 

In  accordance  with  section  3  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  of  June 
11,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  1002),  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  contained  in  §  209.120 
are  amended  by  redesignating  paragraph 
(c)  as  paragraph  (d),  and  prescribing  a 
new  paragraph  (c),  to  read  as  follows: 

§  209.120  Bridges  and  dams  across 
waterways.  *  *  * 

(c)  Advance  approval  of  "bridges .  (1) 
The  General  Bridge  Act  of  1946  requires 
the  approval  of  the  location  and  plans 
of  bridges  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  (33  U.  S.  C. 
525).  The  Chief  of  Engineers  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  have  given  their 
advance  approval  to  the  location  and 
plans  of  bridges  to  be  constructed  across 
reaches  of  waterways  navigable  in  law, 
but  not  actually  navigated  other  than 
by  logs,  log  rafts,  rowboats,  canoes  and 
small  motorboats.  In  such  cases  the 
clearances  provided  for  high  water  stages 
will  be  deemed  as  meeting  the  reasonable 
needs  of  navigation. 

(2)  In  determining  these  waterways, 
District  Engineers  shall  issue  a  public 
notice  to  give  interested  parties  full  op¬ 
portunity  to  be  heard.  Following  desig¬ 
nation  of  the  waterways  to  which  the 
advance  approval  procedure  will  be 
applied,  a  second  public  notice  shall  be 
issued  advising  interested  parties  of  the 
action  taken. 

(3)  The  term  “small  motorboats” 
shall  be  interpreted  in  the  light  of  the 
things  and  conditions  with  which  it  is 
associated  in  the  approval  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army.  The  term  means  rowboats, 
canoes  and  other  similar  craft  with  out¬ 
board  motors.  It  does  not  include  sailing 
or  cabin  cruiser  craft.  The  term  is  used 
to  distinguish  such  craft  from  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  “motorboat”  in  the  Motorboat 


Act  of  June  25,  1940  which  includes  cm 
up  to  sixty-five  feet  in  length.  **** 

(4)  In  general,  the  advance  appro™ 
procedure  is  intended  to  apply  onlv  t 
routine  and  obvious  circumstances 
case  of  reasonable  doubt  will  be  resolve 
by  the  usual  practice  of  notice  or  hearin 
prior  to  specific  approval  of  location  an! 
plans  based  upon  findings  made  at  th 
time  and  under  the  conditions  tCI 
existing.  ^ 

(d)  Dams,  dikes  and  causeways.  *  *  % 

[Regs.,  February  11,  1958,  ENGWO]  (s* 
502,  60  Stat.  847,  as  amended;  33  U.  S.  C  525| 

[seal]  Herbert  M.  Jones, 

Major  General,  U.  S.  Army, 
The  Adjutant  General. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1324;  Filed,  Feb.  21  low. 

8:45  a.  m.]  ’  ' 


TITLE  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

Part  155 — Uniform  System  of  Records 

and  Reports  of  Property  Changes 

Common  Carriers 

FORM  OF  REPORT 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  division  2,  held  at  its 
office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  10th 
day  of  February  A.  D.  1958. 

Having  under  consideration  the  matter 
of  forms  and  reports  to  be  required  of 
railroad  companies  pursuant  to  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  19a  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  as  amended  (37  Stat.  701, 
as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  19a,  as 
amended) ;  and, 

It  appearing,  that  certain  provisions 
in  the  instructions  to  govern  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  B.  V.  Form  No.  588  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Revised  Supplement  No.  5  to 
Valuation  Order  No.  3,  Second  Revised 
Issue,  dated  November  25,  1932  (49  CFR 
155.101  to  155.133),  are  no  longer  neces¬ 
sary  for  proper  administration  of  Part  I 
of  the  act,  and  that  cancelling  such  pro¬ 
visions  would  be  permissive  in  effect  and 
therefore  not  subject  to  the  rule  making 
requirements  of  section  4  (a)  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  and 
otherwise  good  cause  appearing: 

It  is  ordered.  That  in  §  155.101  Form  of 
report,  the  expression,  “in  duplicate  with 
one  copy  carbon  backed,”  be  and  it  is 
hereby  canceled  effective  with  forms  to 
be  prepared  and  filed  to  report  property 
changes  made  during  the  year  1957. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  follow¬ 
ing  note  be,  and  it  is  hereby  added  to  the 
text  of  §  155.101  Form  of  report: 

Note:  Effective  with  forms  prepared  and 
filed  to  report  property  changes  made  during 
the  year  1957,  the  requirement  for  filing 
forms  B.  V.  588-R  in  duplicate  was  canceled, 
the  original  only  being  required  to  be  filed 
as  above. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  a  copy 
of  this  order  shall  be  served  on  all  Class  I 
railroad  companies  subject  to  the  act 
and  on  all  Class  II  railroad  companies 
which  have  not  been  temporarily  excused 
from  filing  annual  reports  of  property 
changes  pursuant  to  the  note  which 


Saturday ,  February  22,  1958 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


pcedes  §  155.0  of  this  part,  and  notice 
Pf  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
ublic  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  in 


(Sec.  12,  24  Stat.  383,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
12)  ' 


the  office  of  the  Secretary^ of^the  Com¬ 


mission  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  by 
Jung  a  copy  of  the  order  with  the 
director  of  the  Division  of  the  Federal 
Register. 


By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 


[F.  R. 


Doc.  58-1352;  Piled,  Peb.  21,  1958; 
8:50  a.  m.) 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


department  of  the  treasury 

Internal  Revenue  Service 
[  26  CFR  (1954)  Part  1  1 


Income  Tax;  Taxable  Years  Beginning 
After  December  31, 1953 


installment  method  of  reporting 
income;  notice  of  hearing 


Proposed  regulations ,  under  section 
453  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954,  relating  to  the  installment  method 
of  accounting,  were  published  in  the 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register  for  Satur¬ 
day,  January  11,  1958  (23  F.  R.  228), 
with  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making. 
In  response  to  this  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making,  one  or  more  interested 
parties  have  submitted  comments  and 
suggestions  pertaining  to  the  proposed 
regulations,  and  have  requested  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  comment  orally  at  a  public 
hearing  on  the  proposed  regulations. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  public 
hearing  on  these  proposed  regulations 
will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  March  18,  1958, 
at  10.  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  Room  3313,  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Building,  12th  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
All  interested  persons  who  plan  to  at¬ 
tend  the  hearing  are  requested  to  so 
notify  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue,  Attention:  T:P,  Washington 
25,  D.  C.,  at  least  three  days  prior  to  the 
date  fixed  for  the  hearing. 


[seal!  John  W.  S.  Littleton, 
Director,  Technical  Planning 
Division,  Internal  Revenue 
Service. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1359;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


PO.ST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

I  39  CFR  Part  31  1 

Stamps,  Envelopes,  and  Cards 


notice  of  proposed  rule  making 


The  subject  regulations  relate  to  a 
proprietary  function  of  the  Government, 
and  hence  are  exempt  from  the  rule 
making  requirements  of  5  U.  S.  C.  1003. 
However,  it  is  the  desire  of  the  Post¬ 
master  General  to  voluntarily  observe 
the  rule  making  requirements  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  in  matters 
of  this  kind,  and  to  afford  patrons  of  the 
Postal  Service  an  opportunity  to  present 
written  views  concerning  the  proposed 
amendments.  Accordingly,  such  written 
views  may  be  submitted  to  Ormonde  A. 
Kieb,  Assistant  Postmaster  General,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Facilities,  Post  Office  Depart¬ 
ment,  Wa’shington  25,  D.  C.,  at  any  time 
prior  to  March  15,  1958. 

a.  In  §  31.1  Postage  stamps  ( adhe¬ 
sive) >  make  the  following  changes  in  the 
table  in  paragraph  (a) : 

1.  Under  “Denomination  and  prices” 
amend  “1,  iy2,  2  and  3  cents:  Coils  of 
500  and  1,000  sidewise,  gummed  in”,  to 
read  as  follows:  “1,  1%,  2,  and  3  cents: 
Coils  of  500  sidewise,  gummed  in.” 

2.  Under  “Denomination  and  prices” 
amend  “1,  2,  and  3  cents:  Coils  of  3,000 
sidewise,  gummed  in,  for  vending  ma¬ 
chines”  to  read  as  follows:  “1,  2,  and  3 
cents:  Coils  of  3,000  sidewise,  gummed 
in.” 

3.  Under  “Denomination  and  prices” 
strike  out  “1,  iy2,  2,  and  3  cents:  Coils  of 
3,000,  sidewise,  gummed  out,  for  affixing 
machines.  (Orders  for  coils  of  3,000 
must  specify  gummed  in  or  gummed 
out.)”. 


Note:  The  corresponding  Postal  Manual 
section  is  141.11. 


b.  In  §  31.2  Plain  envelopes  and  postal 
cards  amend  the  table  in  paragraph  (b) 
as  follows: 


With  a  view  to  more  efficient  operation 
of  the  Postal  Establishment,  the  Post- 
Diaster  General  proposes  to  discontinue, 
effective  April  1,  1958,  the  manufacture 
of  coils  of  3,000  stamps  wound  gummed- 
side  out  and  all  coils  of  1,000  stamps.  It 
is  proposed  that  all  coils  be  furnished 
gummed-side  in,  without  cardboard 
cores,  and  with  a  1"  inside  diameter 
opening,  it  is  also  proposed  that  the 
No.  5  Postal  Card,  3"  x  5",  be  discon¬ 
tinued,  effective  April  1,  1958.  The 
amendments  to  the  regulations  in  Title 
39,  Chapter  I,  CFR,  which  follow  will 
achieve  the  desired  results. 

No.  38 - 2 


1.  In  column  headed  “Stock  No.  and 
dimensions”,  strike  out  “5  (3"  x  5")”. 

2.  In  column  headed  “Kind”,  strike  out 
first  reference  to  “Domestic  single”. 

3.  In  column  headed  “Price  each 
(cents)”,  strike  out  first  reference  to 
“2”. 

4.  In  column  under  “Sheets”  headed 
“Number  of  cards  per  sheet”,  strike  out 
“20  (4x5  cards)”. 

5.  In  column  under  “Sheets”  headed 
“Cards  per  case”,  strike  out  first  refer¬ 
ence  to  “5,000”. 


Note:  The  corresponding  Postal  Manual 
section  is  141.22. 


(R.  S.  161,  396,  as  amended,  3914,  3915,  as 
amended,  3916  as  amended;  5  U.  S.  C.  22,  369, 
39  U.  S.  C.  351,  354,  356) 


[SEAL] 


Herbert  B.  Warburton, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1339;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:48  a.  m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  951  1 

[Docket  No.  AO-135-A5]  r 

Handling  of  Tokay  Grapes  Grown  in 
San  Joaquin  and  Sacramento  Counties 
in  California 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING  WITH  RESPECT  TO  PRO¬ 
POSED  AMENDMENTS  TO  AMENDED  MAR¬ 
KETING  AGREEMENT  AND  ORDER 

Pursuant  to  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (48  Stat. 
31,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.; 
68  Stat.  906,  1047),  and  in  accordance 
with  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  proceedings  to  for¬ 
mulate  marketing  agreements  and  mar¬ 
keting  orders  (7  CFR  Part  900),  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  a  public  hearing  to  be 
held  in  the  American  Legion  Hall,  320 
North  Washington  Street,  Lodi,  Califor¬ 
nia,  beginning  at  9:00  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t., 
March  24,  1958,  with  respect  to  proposed 
amendments  to  the  marketing  agree¬ 
ment,  as  amended,  and  Order  No.  51,  . as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  951),  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  “marketing  agree¬ 
ment”  and  “order,”  respectively,  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  Tokay  grapes  grown 
in  San  Joaquin  and  Sacramento  Counties 
in  California.  The  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  have  not  received  the  approval  of 
tl\e  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  public  hearing  is  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  evidence  with  respect  to  the 
economic  and  marketing  conditions  re¬ 
lating  to  the  proposed  amendments, 
which  are  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  to 
any  appropriate  modifications  therof. 

The  following  amendments  to  the 
marketing  agreement  and  order  have 
been  proposed  by  the  Industry  Commit¬ 
tee,  the  administrative  agency  established 
pursuant  to  the  marketing  agreement 
and  order: 

1.  Delete  §§  951.11  through  951.13  and 
substitute  therefor  the  following: 

§  951.11  District.  “District”  means 
the  applicable  one  of  the  following 
described  sub-divisions  of  the  production 
area:  (a)  Acampo  District  means  the 
school  district  of  Houston. 

(b)  Woodbridge  District  means  the 
school  district  of  Woods  and  that  portion 
of  the  Galt  Joint  Union  School  District 
situated  in  San  Joaquin  County. 

(c)  Lafayette  District  means  the 
school  districts  of  Lafayette,  Henderson, 
Turner,  Ray,  Terminous,  and  New  Hope. 

(d)  Victor  District  means  the  school 
districts  of  Bruella,  Victor,  Lockeford, 
Oak  View,  and  Clements. 

(e)  Alpine  District  means  the  school 
districts  of  Alpine  and  Lodi. 

(f)  Live  Oak  District  means  all  of  the 
school  districts  in  the  production  area 
other  than  those  included  in  the  Acampo, 
Woodbridge,  Lafayette,  Victor,  and  Al¬ 
pine  Districts.  The  boundaries  of  the 
aforementioned  school  districts  shall  be 
those  in  effect  on  October  1,  1947. 

§  951.12  Production  area.  “Produc¬ 
tion  area”  means  San  Joaquin  County  in 
the  State  of  California. 
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§  951.13  Pack.  “Pack”  means  (a)  to 
place  grapes  into  containers  for  ship¬ 
ment  to  market  as  fresh  grapes  and  to 
deliver  containers  of  grapes  to  a  packing 
platform  or  shed  or  to  a  vehicle  for  trans¬ 
portation  to  market  or  storage,  or  (b)  to 
place  grapes  into  a  shipping  container  in 
a  packing  shed,  and  (c)  when  used  in, 
and  with  respect  to  §§  951.50  to  951.58, 
inclusive,  to  the  specific  arrangement, 
weight,  appearance,  grade  or  size,  in¬ 
cluding  the  uniformity  thereof,  of  the 
grapes  within  a  container. 

2.  Immediately  after  §  951.15  add  the 
following  new  sections: 

§951.16  Container.  “Container” 
means  a  box,  lug,  crate,  carton,  or  any 
other  receptacle  used  in  packing  grapes 
for  shipment  as  fresh  grapes,  and  in¬ 
cludes  the  dimensions,  size,  capacity, 
weight,  label,  marking,  stamping  and 
identification  of  the  receptacle,  and  any 
pads,  liners,  covers,  lids,  and  any  or  all 
appurtenances  thereto  or  parts  thereof. 
The  term  applies,  in  the  case  of  grapes 
packed  in  consumer  packages,  to  the 
master  receptacle  and  to  any  and  all 
packages  therein. 

§  951.17  Standard  quality  grapes. 
“Standard  quality  grapes”  means  and 
include^  all  grapes  which  meet  or  ex¬ 
ceed  the  grade,  size,  pack,  and  container 
regulations  issued  pursuant  to  §  951.51 
of  this  part  but  which  fail  to  meet  the 
regulation  established  for  premium  qual¬ 
ity  grapes. 

§  951. lfW  Premium  quality  grapes. 
“Premium  quality  grapes”  means  and 
includes  all  grapes  which  meet  or  exceed 
the  grade,  size,  pack,  or  container  regu¬ 
lation  issued  pursuant  to  §  951.51  of  this 
part  for  premium  quality  grapes. 

3.  Delete  §§  951.20  through  951.22  and 
substitute  therefor  the  following: 

§  951.20  Establishment  of  Industry 
Committee.  An  Industry  Committee 
consisting  of  seven  members,  one  for 
each  of  the  districts  designated  in 
§  951.11  and  one  member  at  large,  is 
hereby  established.  There  shall  be  an 
alternate  for  each  member  of  the 
Committee. 

§  951.22  Nomination  of  members  of 
Industry  Committee,  (a)  Except  as 
provided  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section, 
nominations  for  members  and  alternate 
members  of  the  Industry  Committee 
shall  be  made  at  a  meeting  of  growers  for 
each  of  the  districts.  Such  meetings 
shall  be  called  by  the  Industry  Commit¬ 
tee  at  such  times  (on  or  before  March  1 
of  each  season)  and  at  such  places  as 
said  committee  shall  designate.  The 
growers  at  each  of  such  meetings  shall 
select  a  chairman  and  a  secretary  there¬ 
for.  After  nominations  have  been  made, 
the  chairman  or  the  secretary  of  such 
meeting  shall  transmit  forthwith  to  the 
Secretary  his  certificate  showing  the 
name  of  each  person  for  whom  votes 
have  been  cast,  whether  as  member  or  as 
alternate  for  a  member  and  the  number 
of  votes  received  by  each  such  person. 

(b)  In  the  nomination  of  members  and 
alternate  members  of  the  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee,  each  grower  shall  be  entitled  to 
cast  only  one  vote  which  shall  be  cast  on 


behalf  of  himself,  his  agents,  partners, 
and  representatives,  for  each  nominee  to 
be  selected  from  the  district  in  which  the 
grower  produces  grapes.  A  grower  shall 
vote  only  in  the  meeting  called  for  such 
district  in  which  such  grower  produces 
grapes.  Only  growers  who  are  personally 
present  at  such  nomination  meeting  shall 
be  entitled  to  vote  for  nominees.  Each 
grower  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  only  in 
one  district  and  only  for  the  nominees  to 
be  elected  for  such  district. 

(c)  The  nominees  for  member  and 
alternate  for  the  position  of  member  at 
large  shall  be  nominated  on  or  before 
March  3d  of  each  season  by  the  six 
nominees  nominated  at  the  grower  meet¬ 
ings  provided  for  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section. 

4.  Delete  from  §  951.23  the  words  fol¬ 
lowing  the  last  semicolon  therein  and 
substitute  therefor  the  following:  “And 
any  such  person  shall  be  an  individual 
grower  who,  or  an  officer,  employee  or 
agent  of  an  organization  which,  produced 
grapes  during  such  prior  season  in  the 
particular  district  for  which  he  was 
nominated  or  selected  as  a  member  or  as 
an  alternate  member  of  such  committee : 
Provided,  That  the  member  anS  alternate 
member  at  large  may  be  any  grower 
nominated  by  the  six  nominees  pursuant 
to  §  951.22  (a).” 

5.  Delete  from  the  title  and  text,  re¬ 
spectively,  of  §  951.24  the  words  “succes¬ 
sors  to  initial”  and  “successors  to  the 
initial.” 

6.  Revise  §  951.27  to  read  as  follows: 

§  951.27  Terms  of  office.  Members 
and  alternate  member's  of  the  Industry 
Committee  shall  serve  during  the  season 
for  which  they  have  been  selected  by  the 
Secretary  and  until  their  successors  are 
selected  and  are  qualified. 

7.  Revise  paragraph  (1)  of  §  951.32  to 
read  as  follows: 

(1)  With  the  approval  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  to  redefine  the  districts  into  which 
the  production  area  has  been  divided 
in  this  part,  or  change  the  representa¬ 
tion  from  any  district  on  the  Industry 
Committee:  Provided,  That  if  any  such 
changes  are  made,  representation  on 
such  committee  from  the  various  dis¬ 
tricts  shall  be  based,  so  far  as  practica¬ 
ble,  upon  the  proportionate  quantities  of 
grapes  shipped  from  the  respective  dis¬ 
tricts  during  the  two  seasons  immedi¬ 
ately  preceding  the  season  during  which 
such  changes  are  made. 

8.  Immediately  after  §  951.47,  insert  a 
new  center  heading  entitled  “Research 
and  Development”  and  a  new  section 
reading  as  follows : 

§  951.49  Research.  The  Committee 
may  establish  or  provide  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  marketing  research  and 
development  projects  designed  to  assist, 
improve  or  promote  the  marketing,  dis¬ 
tribution  and  consumption  of  Tokay 
grapes.  The  expenses  of  such  projects 
shall  be  paid  from  funds  collected  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  951.46. 

9.  Revise  the  center  heading  preceding 
§  951.50  to  read  “Regulation  by  Grade, 
Size,  Container  and  Pack”. 


10.  Revise  §  951.50  to  read  as  follow*- 

§  951.50  Recommendation  of  indy, 
try  Committee.  Whenever  the  Industn 
Committee  deems  it  advisable  to  w! 
the  shipment  of  grapes  to  partiS 
grades,  sizes,  packs,  and/or  contained 
it  shall  so  recommend  to  the  Secretary 
The  committee  may  recommend  the  is 
suance  of  regulations  (including  grade 
size,  pack,  and  container  specifications) 
for  standard  quality  grapes  or  it  may 
recommend  regulations  for  standard 
quality  grapes  and  premium  quality 
grapes.  At  the  time  of  submitting  such 
recommendations,  the  committee  shall 
submit  to  the  Secretary  the  data  and 
information  upon  which  it  acted  in  mak¬ 
ing  such  recommendations,  including 
factors  affecting  the  supply  of  and  the 
demand  for  grapes  by  grades,  sizes 
packs,  or  containers,  and  such  other  in¬ 
formation  as  the  Secretary  may  request 
The  committee  shall  promptly  give  ade¬ 
quate  notice  to  the  handlers  and  growers 
of  any  such  recommendations  submitted 
to  the  Secretary. 

11.  Revise  paragraph  (a)  of  §  951.51 
to  read  as  follows: 

(a)  Whenever  the  Secretary  finds, 
from  the  recommendations  and  informa¬ 
tion  submitted  by  the  Industry  Commit¬ 
tee,  or  from  any  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  that  to  limit  the  shipment  of 
grapes  to  standard  quality  grapes  or  to 
standard  quality  grapes  and  premium 
quality  grapes  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act,  he  shall  issue 
regulations  defining  the  specifications 
for  such  qualities  of  grapes  in  terms  of 
grade,  size,  packs,  and/or  containers,  and 
shall  so  limit  the  shipment  of  grapes 
during  a  specified  period. 

12.  Amend  §  951.52  as  follows: 

(a)  Delete  from  paragraph  (b)  (1)  the 
words  “his  district”  and  substitute  there¬ 
for  the  words  “production  area.” 

(b)  In  paragraph  (e)  insert  the  words 
“grade  and  size”  immediately  following 
the  word  “to”  and  preceding  the  word 
“regulations.” 

13.  Revise  the  second  sentence  of 
§  951.58  to  read  as  follows:  “Promptly 
thereafter,  each  shipper  shall  submit  or 
cause  to  be  submitted  to  the  Industry 
Committee  a  copy  of  the  shipping  point 
inspection  certificate  issued  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral-State  Inspection  Service  showing 
the  grade,  size,  pack,  and  container  of 
the  grapes  in  such  shipment:  Provided, 
That  this  provision  shall  not  be  appli¬ 
cable  to  a  handler  who  ships  grapes 
which  have  been  so  inspected  and  the 
copy  of  such  inspection  certificate  has 
been  submitted  to  the  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee.” 

14.  Delete  §§  951.60  through  951.69 
and  substitute  therefor  the  following: 

§  951.60  Recommendation  for  volume 
regulation,  (a)  Whenever  the  Industry 
Committee  finds,  after  investigation  of 
the  factors  enumerated  in  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section,  that  the  supply  of  stand¬ 
ard  quality  grapes  available  for  ship¬ 
ment  exceeds  the  demand  therefor  and 
that  it  is  advisable  to  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  standard  quality  grapes  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §§  951.60 
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through  951.72,  it  shall  so  recommend  to 
the  secretary.  Each  such  recommenda¬ 
tion  shall  specify  the  period  of  time 
during  which  such  regulation  shall  be 
effective  and  the  respective  total  quan¬ 
tities  of  standard  quality  grapes  which 
the  committee  deems  advisable  to  be 
handled  each  allotment  period  during 
such  period  of  time.  The  committee 
shall  promptly  report  its  findings  and 

recommendations,  together  with  sup¬ 
porting  information,  to  the  Secretary. 

V  (b)  In  making  such  recommendation, 
the  Industry  Committee  shall  give  due 
consideration  to  the  following  factors 
(separately  in  terms  of  standard  quality 
pipes  and  premium  quality  grapes 
where  applicable) :  (1)  Market  prices  for 
grapes;  (2)  the  supply,  quality,  and  con¬ 
dition  of  grapes  in  the  production  area; 

(3)  the  supplies  of  all  varieties  of  grapes 
on  hand  in  and  en  route  to  the  principal 
markets;  (4)  market  prices  and  supplies 
of  competitive  fruits,  including  other 
varieties  of  grapes;  (5)  the  probable 
daily  shipments  of  standard  quality 
grapes  in  the  absence  of  regulations;  (6) 
the  probable  daily  shipments  of  premium 
quality  grapes  in  the  absence  of  and  also 
with  regulations;  (7)  the  trend  and  level 
of  consumer  income;  and  (8)  other 
relevant  factors. 

(c)  The  Industry  Committee  may,  at 
any  time,  recommend  to  the  Secretary 
that  the  quantity  of  standard  quality 
grapes  that  may  be  handled  during  any 
such  allotment  period  be  increased  or 
decreased,  or  that  such  regulation  be 
terminated.  Any  such  recommendation 
shall  be  supported  by  the  reasons  and 
information  relied  upon  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  in  making  such  recommendation. 

(d)  The  Industry  Committee  shall  give 
reasonable  notice  to  growers  and  han¬ 
dlers  of  each  meeting  to  consider  recom¬ 
mendations  for  regulation  or  for  the 
modification  or  termination  of  regulation 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section. 
The  committee  shall  also  give  prompt 
notice  to  growers  and  handlers  of  any 
such  recommendations. 

§  951.61  Issuance  of  volume  regula¬ 
tions.  (a)  Whenever  the  Secretary  finds, 
from  the  recommendations  and  informa¬ 
tion  submitted  by  the  Industry  Commit¬ 
tee  or  from  other  available  information, 
that  to  limit  the  quantity  of  standard 
quality  grapes  which  may  be  handled 
during  one  or  more  allotment  periods 
would  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act,  he  shall  so  limit  the 
shipment  of  standard  quality  grapes. 
The  Secretary  may  at  any  time  increase 
or  decrease  the  quantity  of  standard 
quality  grapes  which  may  be  handled 
during  any  allotment  period  or  may  ter¬ 
minate  such  regulation:  Provided:  That 
no  decrease  in  the  quantity  of  standard 
quality  grapes  which  may  be  handled 
during  an  allotment  period  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  after  the  beginning  of  such  allot¬ 
ment  period. 

(b)  The  Secretary  shall  immediately 
notify  the  Industry  Committee  of  the  is¬ 
suance  of  each  such  regulation  and  of 
each  modification  or  termination  thereof 
and  the  committee  shall  give  such  notice 
thereof  as  may  be  reasonably  calculated 
to  bring  such  action  to  the  attention  of 
growers  and  handlers. 


§  951.62  Allotments,  (a)  Whenever 
the  Secretary  has  fixed  the  total  quantity 
of  standard  quality  grapes  which  may  be 
shipped  during  an  allotment  period  the 
Industry  Committee  shall  compute,  for 
each  person  entitled  thereto,  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  standard  quality  grapes  which 
may  be  shipped  by  such  person  during 
such  period.  Such  quantity  shall  be 
such  person's  allotment  and  shall  be  in 
an  amount  equal  to  the  product  obtained 
by  multiplying  (1)  the  quantity  of 
standard  quality  grapes  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  as  the  total  quantity  of  such 
grapes  that  may  be  handled  during  such 
allotment  period,  or  (2)  the  quantity  of 
standard  quality  grapes  so  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  less  the  portion  thereof  for 
allocation  as  adjusted  allotment  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  951.65,  whichever  is  applicable, 
by  such  person’s  allotment  percentage, 
computed  in  accordance  with  §  951.64. 
The  Industry  Committee  shall  notify 
each  such  person  of  his  allotment  on  the 
day  immediately  preceding  the  allotment 
period. 

(b)  No  person  shall  ship  standard 
quality  grapes  during  any  allotment 
period  when  such  grapes  are  regulated 
pursuant  to  §  951.61  unless  such  person 
has  allotment  or  adjusted  allotment  pur¬ 
suant  to  §§  951.62  through  951.72  to  ship 
such  grapes:  Provided,  That  allotment 
shall  not  be  required  to  deliver  standard 
quality  grapes  to  a  refrigerated  storage 
warehouse  for  storage  purposes  within 
the  State  of  California. 

§  951.63  A.pplication  for  allotment. 
(a)  Each  person  who  proposes  to  ship 
standard  quality  grapes,  as  the  first 
handler  thereof,  during  any  allotment 
period  in  which  such  grapes  may  be  regu¬ 
lated  pursuant  to  §  951.61  shall  submit 
to  the  Industry  Committee,  at  such  time 
and  in  such  manner  as  the  committee 
may  prescribe,  a  written  application  for 
allotment.  Such  application  shall  be 
substantiated  in  such  manner  and  shall 
be  supported  by  such  information  as  the 
committee  may  require.  The  committee 
may  require;  (1)  An  accurate  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  location  of  each  vineyard,  or 
portion  thereof,  from  which  grapes  will 
be  handled  by  the  applicant  during  the 
current  season;  (2)  the  number  of  acres 
and  the  age  of  the  vines  in  each  such 
vineyard  or  portion  thereof ;  (3)  the  name 
and  address  of  the  producer,  or  author¬ 
ized  agent,  for  each  such  vineyard,  or 
portion  thereof;  (4)  the  number  of 
standard  packages,  or  the  equivalent 
thereof  of  grapes  from  each  such  vine¬ 
yard,  or  portion  thereof,  that  were 
shipped  during  each  of  the  two  preceding 
seasons;  and  (5)  information  identical  to 
that  required  in  subparagraphs  (1) 
through  (4)  of  this  paragraph  with  re¬ 
spect  to  all  other  vineyards,  or  portions 
thereof,  from  which  the  applicant 
shipped  grapes  during  either  or  both  of 
the  two  preceding  seasons.  If  the  ap¬ 
plicant  does  not  have  a  record  of  ship¬ 
ments  of  grapes  from  a  particular  vine¬ 
yard  or  vineyards  but  can  furnish  the 
record  for  a  group  of  vineyards  of  which 
such  vineyard  or  vineyards  are  a  part, 
he  shall  set  forth  such  record  in  his 
application  and  the  shipments  from  each 
such  vineyard  shall  be  considered  to  be 
equal  to  the  product  obtained  by  multi¬ 


plying  the  number  of  acres  contained  in 
that  vineyard  by  the  average  shipments 
per  acre  for  such  group. 

(b)  The  Industry  Committee  may 
check  the  accuracy  of  the  information 
submitted  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  and  of  §  951.75.  If  the  com¬ 
mittee  finds  that  there  are  errors,  omis¬ 
sions  or  inaccuracies  in  such  informa¬ 
tion,  it  shall  correct  them  and  shall 
notify  the  applicant  giving  the  reasons 
therefor.  Upon  request  the  applicant 
shall  be  given  an  opportunity  to  discuss 
with  the  committee  the  factors  con¬ 
sidered  in  making  corrections.  If  it  is 
determined  that  an  error,  omission,  or 
inaccuracy  has  resulted  in  a  person  re¬ 
ceiving  more  or  less  allotment  than  that 
to  which  such  person  is  entitled  under 
the  provisions  of  this  subpart,  such  per¬ 
son’s  allotment  shall  be  adjusted.  Such 
adjustment  may  be  made  over  such  pe¬ 
riod  as  may  be  determined  by  the  com¬ 
mittee,  to  the  extent  required  to  offset 
the  error,  omission,  or  inaccuracy. 

§  951.64  Allotment  percentage,  (a) 
The  allotment  percentage  of  each  appli¬ 
cant  entitled  thereto  for  each  allotment 
period  shall  be  seventy-five  percent  of 
the  percentage  obtained  by  dividing  the 
total  grape  shipments  from  such  appli¬ 
cant’s  vineyards  as  reported  pursuant  to 
§  951.63  (a)  (1)  through  (4),  by  the  to¬ 
tal  grape  shipments  during  the  preced¬ 
ing  two  years  from  vineyards  of  all  ap¬ 
plicants  plus  twenty-five  percent  of  the 
following  applicable  percentage:  (1)  For 
the  first  allotment  period  of  each  season, 
the  percentage  obtained  by  dividing  the 
total  quantity  of  grapes  packed  by  or 
for  the  applicant  during  the  first  6  days 
of  the  9  days  immediately  preceding  the 
first  allotment  period  by  the  total  quan¬ 
tity  of  grapes  packed  by  or  for  all  appli¬ 
cants  during  such  6  days;  (2)  for  the 
second  allotment  period  each  season,  the 
percentage  obtained  by  dividing  the  total 
quantity  of  grapes  packed  by  or  for  the 
applicant  during  the  3  days  immediately 
preceding  the  first  allotment  period  by 
the  total  quantity  of  grapes  packed  by 
or  for  all  applicants  during  such  3  days; 
(3)  for  the  third  and  each  succeeding 
allotment  period  each  season,  the  per¬ 
centage  obtained  by  dividing  the  total 
quantity  of  grapes  packed  by  or  for  the 
applicant  during  the  allotment  period 
penultimate  the  allotment  period  to 
which  the  allotment  shall  apply  by  the 
total  quantity  of  grapes  packed  by  or  for 
all  applicants  during  such  period. 

(b)  If  a  person  gains  or  loses  the 
right  to  ship  grapes  from  a  vineyard  by 
reason  of  a  grower’s  transfer  of  his 
grapes  from  one  person  to  another, 
there  shall  be  a  corresponding  increase 
or  decrease  in  that  portion  of  the  respec¬ 
tive  person’s  allotment  percentage  which 
is  based  on  previous  shipments.  The 
person  gaining  the  right  so  to  ship  grapes 
may  submit  an  application  to  the  In¬ 
dustry  Committee  for  such  increase,  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  verification  of  the  trans¬ 
fer  by  the  grower  or  the  person  losing 
the  right  to  ship  such  grapes.  Such  in¬ 
crease  and  decrease  shall  not  be  effective 
for  any  allotment  period  unless  such 
application  is  received  by  the  committee 
at  least  three  days  prior  to  such  period. 
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(c)  An  allotment  percentage  shall  be 
computed  for,  and  allotment  issued  to, 
a  person  only  if  such  person  has  made 
application  therefor  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section. 

§  951.65  Adjustment  of  allotment.  A 
portion  of  the  total  quantity  of  standard 
quality  grapes  fixed  by  the  Secretary  as 
the  quantity  of  such  grapes  which  may 
be  handled  during  an  allotment  period 
shall  be  allocated  as  adjusted  allotment 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
section. 

(a)  Each  season,  prior  to  recommend¬ 
ing  regulations  pursuant  to  §  951.60,  the 
Industry  Committee  shall  establish  the 
quantity  of  grapes  per  acre  which  is 
likely  to  be  shipped  during  the  current 
season  from  mature  vineyards  and  sepa¬ 
rate  quantities  for  vineyards  from  nine 
years  to  one  year  of  age,  respectively. 
In  establishing  these  quantities  the  com¬ 
mittee  shall  consider  (1)  the  estimated 
production  of  grapes  for  the  current  sea¬ 
son;  (2)  the  average  number  of  standard 
packages  of  grapes  per  acre  shipped  from 
the  production  area  during  preceding 
seasons;  (3)  the  estimated  total  acreage 
of  grapes  in  the  production  area  during 
the  current  and  past  seasons:  (4>  the 
acreage  of  grapes  which  have  been 
thinned;  (5)  production  records  of  ma¬ 
ture  vineyards  and  of  vineyards  from 
nine  years  to  one  year  of  age;  and  (6) 
other  relevant  factors. 

(b)  Adjusted  allotment  shall  be  allo¬ 
cated  to,  and  held  by  the  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee  for  the  account  of,  handlers 
proposing  to  ship  standard  quality  grapes 
as  first  handlers  thereof  (1)  from  a  vine¬ 
yard  from  which  grapes  were  not  shipped 
during  one  or  both  of  the  two  preceding 
seasons;  (2)  from  a  vineyard  for  which 
records  of  shipments  during  one  or  both 
of  such  seasons  are  not  available;  or  (3) 
from  a  vineyard  with  less  shipments  per 
acre  during  one  or  both  of  such  seasons 
than  the  quantity  established  by  the  In¬ 
dustry  Committee  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (a)  in  this  section  for  vine¬ 
yards  of  similar  age.  The  amount  of 
adjusted  allotment  so  allocated  and  held 
for  the  account  of  a  handler  shall  be 
equal  to  the  difference  between  the  allot¬ 
ment  to  which  such  handler  is  entitled 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  951.62  (a) 
(1)  and  the  allotment  to  which  such 
handler  would  be  entitled  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  §  951.62  (a)  (1)  if  the 
previous  shipments  from  such  vineyard 
were  equal  to  the  applicable  quantity 
estimated  by  the  committee  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section: 
Provided,  That  in  no  event  shall  such 
amount  exceed  the  amount  of  adjusted 
allotment  requested  by  such  handler. 

(c)  Any  handler  entitled  to  adjusted 
allotment  may  apply  to  the  Industry 
Committee  on  forms  prescribed  by  it  for 
such  allotment.  Such  application  shall 
be  filed  with  the  committee  at  least  three 
days  prior  to  the  first  allotment  period 
for  which  he  desires  adjusted  allotment 
and  shall  contain  the  following  infor¬ 
mation:  (1)  The  identity  of  each  vine¬ 
yard  for  which  adjusted  allotment  is 

'  requested;  (2)  the  allotment  period  or 
periods  for  which  allotment  is  requested; 
and  (3)  the  quantity  of  adjusted  allot¬ 
ment  requested  for  each  such  period. 


(d)  Any  handler  to  whom  adjusted  al¬ 
lotment  is  allocated  for  a  vineyard  may 
request  the  application  of  such  adjusted 
allotment  only  to  the  extent  that  he  has 
packed,  or  has  had  packed,  grapes  from 
such  vineyard  in  excess  of  that  portion 
of  his  allotment  which  is  based  on 
previous  shipments  from  such  vineyard. 
The  Committee  shall  release  to  such  han¬ 
dler  such  allocated  adjusted  allotment 
upon  evidence,  satisfactory  to  it,  of  per¬ 
formance  as  herein  described:  Provided, 
That  any  quantity  of  grapes  packed  from 
a  vineyard  in  excess  of  the  quantity  of 
adjusted  allotment  plus  allotment  based 
on  previous  shipments  from  such  vine¬ 
yard  may  be  carried  forward  and  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  adjusted  allotment  for  such 
vineyard  in  subsequent  allotment  periods. 

§  951.67  Under  shipments.  If  during 
any  allotment  period  a  handler  ships 
standard  quality  grapes  in  an  amount 
less  than  his  allotment  he  may  ship  dur¬ 
ing  the  next  succeeding  allotment  period 
a  quantity  of  grapes  equal  to  such  under¬ 
shipment. 

§  951.68  Over  shipments.  During  any 
allotment  period  a  handler  may  ship  a 
quantity  of  standard  quality  grapes 
equivalent  to  five  hundred  standard 
packages  of  such  grapes  in  addition  to 
his  allotment  for  such  period.  Any  such 
overshipment  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a 
shipment  against  the  allotment  of  such 
handler  for  the  allotment  period  next 
succeeding. 

§  951.69  Allotment  loans.  A  person 
to  whom  allotment  has  been  issued  may 
lend  such  allotment,  or  any  part  thereof, 
to  another  person  to  whom  allotment 
also  has  been  issued: 

(a)  Allotment  loans  shall  be  trans¬ 
acted  only  upon  notice  to  and  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Industry  Committee. 

(b)  Allotment  shall  be  repaid  in  the 
allotment  period  immediately  following 
the  period  in  which  it  is  borrowed. 

(c)  Allotment  may  be  loaned  for  use 
only  during  the  allotment  period  in 
which  it  is  issued. 

(d)  Allotment  which  is  repaid  may  be 
used  only  during  the  allotment  period  in 
which  the  repayment  is  made. 

(e)  No  person  may  borrow  and  lend 
allotment  during  the  same  period;  and 

(f)  Except  as  provided  in  this  section 
and  in  §  951.71,  allotments  are  not  trans¬ 
ferable. 


15.  Amend  §  951.70  by  inserting  there, 
in  the  words  “of  standard  quattij 
grapes”  between  the  words  “shipment? 
and  “during”. 

16.  Revise  §  951.71  to  read  as  follows- 

§  951.71  Assignment  of  allotment  t* 
connection  with  each  handling  of  stand 
ard  quality  grapes  which  requires  $\. 
lotment  each  handler  shall,  except  with 
respect  to  shipments  by  rail  car,  at  the 
time  of  shipment  issue  to  the  consignee 
or  purchaser  or  agent  thereof  an  assign- 
ment  of  allotment  certificate  covering 
each  quantity  of  standard  quality  grapes 
so  handled.  Such  assignment  of  allot¬ 
ment  certificate  shall  be  on  the  form  and 
distributed  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
the  Industry  Committee  and  shall  con¬ 
tain  the  following  information:  (a)  Date 
of  shipment;  (b)  name  and  address  of 
consignee  or  purchaser;  (c)  the  number 
of  standard  packages  of  standard  quality 
grapes  or  the  equivalent  thereof  in 
weight;  (d)  destination  of  shipment;  (e) 
the  license  number  or  numbers  of  the 
truck  and  trailer  transporting  such 
grapes  from  the  handler’s  place  of  busi¬ 
ness;  and  (f)  the  name  of  the  handler 
issuing  the  assignment  certificate.  Such 
assignment  certificate  shall  contain  a 
certification  to  the  U.  S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  to  the  Industry  Commit¬ 
tee  as  to  the  truthfulness  of  the  informa¬ 
tion  shown  thereon. 

The  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Marketing  SeiVice,  has  pro¬ 
posed  that  consideration  be  given  to 
making  such  other  changes  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  'and  order  as  may  be 
necessary  to  make  the  entire  marketing 
agreement  and  order  conform  with  any 
amendments  thereto  that  may  result 
from  this  hearing. 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Office  of  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  112,  Administration 
Building,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  or  the 
Field  Representative,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  701  K  Street,  Room  302,  Sacra¬ 
mento  14,  California. 

Dated:  February  19,  1958. 

[sealI  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Service. 

fF.  R.  Doc.  58-1366;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

(Dept.  Circ.  570,  Rev.  Apr.  20,  1943,  1958, 
Supp.  178] 

Providence  Washington  Indemnity  Co. 

TERMINATION  OF  AUTHORITY  TO  QUALIFY  AS 
SURETY  ON  FEDERAL  BONDS 

February  17, 1958. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Authority  issued  by  the  Secre¬ 


tary  of  the  Treasury  to  Providence  Wash¬ 
ington  Indemnity  Company,  Providence, 
Rhode  Island,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  Congress  approved  July  30, 
1947  <U.  S.  Code,  title  6,  secs.  6-13),  to 
qualify  as  sole  surety  on  recognizances, 
stipulations,  bonds  and  undertakings 
permitted  or  required  by  the  laws  of 
the  United  States,  terminated  effective 
December  31, 1957. 

In  accordance  with  a  plan  of  liquida¬ 
tion,  approved  by  the  Insurance  Com¬ 
missioner  of  the  State  of  Rhode  Island 
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Saturday,  February  22,  1958 

October  23,  1957,  and  effective  De-‘ 
°n  her  31, 1957.  Providence  Washington 
indemnity  Company  has  agreed  to  pay 

a  liquidating  dividend  to  each  of  its 
^holders,  other  than  Providence 
Washington  Insurance  Company,  the 
fair  value  of  his  stock,  and  then  to  dis¬ 
pute  to  Providence  Washington  In¬ 
surance  Company,  as  its  sole  remaining 
stockholder  all  its  property,  assets,  busi¬ 
ness  and  goodwill  in  complete  liquida¬ 
tion-  and  Providence  Washington  Insur¬ 
ance  Company  has  agreed  to  assume  on 
December  31,  1957,  all  of  the  liabilities, 
accrued  and  contingent,  of  Providence 
Washington  Indemnity  Company,  and  to 
oay  the  expenses  of  liquidation.  Provi¬ 
dence  Washington  Insurance  Company, 
Providence.  Rhode  Island,  a  Rhode  Is¬ 
land  corporation  holds  a  Certificate  of 
Authority  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  as  an  acceptable  surety  on 
bonds  in  favor  of  the  United  States. 

The  Treasury  has  obtained  from  Prov¬ 
idence  Washington  Insurance  Company 
a  separate  indemnifying  agreement 
dated  January  8,  1958,  whereby  Provi¬ 
dence  Washington  Insurance  Company 
has  assumed  the  liability  for  any  losses 
and  claims  that  have  arisen  or  may  arise 
under  or  in  connection  with  any  bond, 
undertaking  or  other  form  of  obligation 
entered  into  or  assumed  by  Providence 
Washington  Indemnity  Company  on  or 
before  December  31,  1957,  or  in  its  name 
at  any  time  thereafter,  in  which  the 
United  States  has  or  may  have  an  inter¬ 
est,  direct  or  indirect. 

Copies  of  the  plan  of  liquidation  and 
the  agreement  are  on  file  in  the  Treasury 
Department,  Bureau  of  Accounts,  Surety 
Bonds  Branch,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

[seal]  Julian  B.  Baird, 

Acting  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  58-1355;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce 

[Case  No.  242 1 

Northrup,  King  &  Co.  et  al. 

ORDER  DENYING  EXPORT  PRIVILEGES 

In  the  matter  of  Northrup,  King  &  Co., 
Minneapolis  13,  Minn.;  R.  W.  Gunson 
(Seeds)  Ltd.,  20-21  St.  Dunstan’s  Hill, 
London,  E.  C.  3;  Charles  A.  Emery,  c/o 
Northrup,  King  &  Co.,  South  Highway  99, 
Fresno,  California;  respondents;  Case 
No.  242. 

The  respondents,  Northrup,  King  &  Co. 
and  Charles  A.  Emery  (hereafter  referred 
to  as  Northrup-King)  and  R.  W.  Gun- 
son  (Seeds)  Ltd.  (hereafter  referred  to 
as  Gunson) ,  having  been  charged  by  the 
Agent-in-Charge,  Investigation  Staff, 
Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce,  United 
States  Department  of  Commerce,  with 
violations  of  the  Export  Control  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  and  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder,  which  charge 
alleged  in  general  that,  with  knowledge 
that  seeds  acquired  by  them  from  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
might  not  be  sold  and  transshipped  to 
Soviet  Bloc  destinations  without  prior 


approval  from  the  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  nevertheless  did  sell 
and  transship  quantities  of  such  seeds  to 
such  destinations  without  first  obtain¬ 
ing  such  required  approval,  were  duly 
served  with  the  charging  letter  and  duly 
appeared  herein. 

The  said  respondents,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  §  382.10  of  the  ex¬ 
port  regulations,  with  the  agreement  of 
the  Investigation  Staff,  have  submitted 
to  the  Compliance  Commissioner  pro¬ 
posals  for  the  issuance  of  a  consent  order, 
substantially  in  the  form  hereof,  and  the 
Compliance  Commissioner  has  reviewed 
the  facts  of  this  case  and  the  proposals, 
has  approved  the  proposals,  has  reported 
the  facts  to  the  undersigned,  who  has,  in 
turn,  accepted  the  same. 

Now,  after  reviewing  and  considering 
the  entire  record  of  this  case  and  the 
Compliance  Commissioner’s  Report,  I 
hereby  make  the.following 

Findings  of  fact.  1.  At  all  times  here¬ 
inafter  mentioned,  the  respondent, 
Northrup,  King  &  Co.,  was  and  now  is 
engaged  in  the  wholesale  seed  business, 
both  domestic  and  export,  in  Minneap¬ 
olis,  Minnesota,  and  in  California,  and 
Charles  A.  Emery  was  and  now  is  a  vice- 
president  thereof  in  charge  of  its  Pacific 
Coast  Division. 

2.  At  all  times  hereinafter  mentioned, 
the  respondent,  R.  W.  Gunson  (Seeds) 
Ltd.,  was  and  now  is  engaged  in  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  importing  and  exporting  seeds,  at 
wholesale,  in  London,  England. 

3.  In  the  latter  part  of  1955  and  in 
January  1956,  the  corporate  respondents 
herein  entered  into  a  joint  venture  for  the 
purpose  of  acquiring  large  quantities  of 
seeds  from  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration,  an  agency  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  which  seeds 
they  contemplated  selling  in  various 
parts  of  the  world  outside  the  United 
States  of  America. 

4.  At  some  time  prior  to  the  exporta¬ 
tion  from  the  United  States  of  the  seeds 
involved  herein  all  the  respondents  be¬ 
came  informed  and  knew  that  seeds  so 
purchased  by  them  might  not  be  sold 
and  transshipped  to  various  Soviet  Bloc 
destinations  without  prior  approval  by 
the  United  States  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  and  that  it  was  the  general  policy 
of  this  Department  to  deny  applications 
for  validated  licenses  to  make  exporta¬ 
tions  for  that  purpose. 

5.  In  December  1955,  the  corporate 
respondents  herein  purchased  about  one 
thousand  tons  of  seeds  from  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  and,  prior  to 
the  exportation  thereof  from  the  United 
States,  Gunson  made  sales  of  portions 
thereof  to  purchasers  in  Czechoslovakia 
and  East  Germany,  all  in  the  course  of 
the  said  joint  venture. 

6.  Prior  to  the  exportation  of  such 
seeds  from  the  United  States,  Gunson 
informed  Emery  that  it  had  made  such 
sales  but,  after  discussing  and  taking 
note  of  the  announced  policy  of  the 
United  States  Department  of  Commerce 
not  to  grant  licenses  for  the  exportation 
of  seeds  such  as  were  involved  herein  to 
Soviet  Bloc  destinations,  all  the  respond¬ 
ents  decided  that  (as  alleged  by  them), 
in  view  of  the  commitments  which  Gun¬ 
son,  prior  to  that  discussion,  had  made 


for  sales  to  Soviet  Bloc  destinations,  they 
would  complete  such  sales  without  en¬ 
deavoring  to  obtain  approval  therefor 
from  the  United  States  Department  of 
Commerce. 

7.  Northrup-King  thereafter  exported 
said  seeds  from  the  United  States,  Gun¬ 
son  received  them  in  due  course  at  Rot¬ 
terdam  and  Hamburg  and  thence  sold 
and  transshipped  the  greater  portion 
thereof  to  purchasers  in  Czechoslovakia 
and  East  Germany. 

8.  Said  exportations  were  made  from 
the  United  States  and  said  seeds  were 
sold  and  transshipped  to  persons  in  So¬ 
viet  Bloc  destinations  without  prior  li¬ 
cense  or  approval  from  the  United  States 
Department  of  Commerce;  and  the  re¬ 
spondents  all  participated  therein  and 
performed  said  acts  with  knowledge  that 
such  approval  and  license  were  required 
and  with  the  intention  not  to  make 
known  to  the  United  States  Department 
of  Commerce  the  true  ultimate  destina¬ 
tion  and  not  to  apply  for  such  approval 
and  license. 

9.  In  connection  with  the  said  ex¬ 
portations  and  for  the  purpose  of  ac¬ 
complishing  them,  respondents  caused  to 
be  filed  with  the  United  States  Collector 
of  Customs,  at  the  Port  of  Stockton, 
California,  shipper’s  export  declarations 
in  which  it  was  knowingly  and  falsely 
stated  that  the  ultimate  destinations  of 
the  seeds  being  exported  thereunder 
were  The  Netherlands,  West  Germany 
and  England. 

And,  from  the  foregoing,  the  following 
are  my  conclusions: 

A.  All  the  respondents  knowingly  par¬ 
ticipated  in  or  caused  exportations  of 
commodities  to  be  made  from  the  United 
States  to  destinations  not  previously  au¬ 
thorized  by  a  license  issued  or  established 
by  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce  in 
violation  of  §§  370.2  (a),  371.4,  371.8  (a) 
and  373.5  of  the  export  regulations. 

B.  All  the  respondents  knowingly 
participated  in  an  exportation  from  the 
United  States,  knowing  that,  with  respect 
to  the  whole  or  part  thereof,  a  violation 
of  the  Export  Control  Act  and  regula¬ 
tions  was  intended  to  occur,  thus  violat¬ 
ing  §  381.4  of  the  export  regulations. 

C.  All  the  respondents  knowingly 
made  or  caused  false  representations, 
statements,  and  certifications  to  be  made 
to  a  Collector  of  Customs  in  connection 
with  the  preparation,  submission,  or  use 
of  export  control  documents  and  thereby 
knowingly  concealed  material  facts  from 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  effecting  of  exporta¬ 
tions  from  the  United  States  contrary  to 
prior  notification,  and  understandings, 

•  thereby  violating  §  381.5  of  the  export 
regulations. 

D.  All  the  respondents  knowingly  dis¬ 
posed  of,  diverted,  transshipped,  or  re¬ 
exported  the  aforesaid  commodities  or 
caused  said  commodities  to  be  disposed 
of,  diverted,  transshipped  or  reexported 
to  destinations  contrary  to  the  terms, 
provisions  and  conditions  of  the  Export 
Control  Law  and  regulations  issued 
thereunder,  thereby  violating  §  381.6  of 
the  export  regulations. 

Now,  after  careful  consideration  of  .the 
entire  record  and  being  of  the  opinion 
that  the  proposals  for  consent  order 
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NOTICES 


should  be  accepted  and  that  this  order  is 
necessary  to  achieve  effective  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  law:  It  is  hereby  ordered: 

I.  For  the  period  of  one  year  from  the 
date  hereof,  except  as  qualified  in  Part 
III  hereof,  the  respondents  and  each  of 
them  hereby  are  denied  all  privileges  of 
participating,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
any  manner  or  capacity,  in  an  exporta¬ 
tion  of  any  commodity  or  technical  data 
from  the  United  States  to  any  foreign 
destination,  including  Canada.  Without 
limitation  of  the  generality  of  the  fore¬ 
going  denial  of  export  privileges,  partici¬ 
pation  in  an  exportation  is  deemed  to 
include  and  prohibit  participation  by  any 
of  the  respondents,  directly  or  indirectly, 
in  any  manner  or  capacity,  (a)  as  a  party 
or  as  a  representative  of  a  party  to  any 
validated  export  license  application,  (b) 
in  the  preparation  or  filing  of  any  export 
license  application  or  document  to  be 
submitted  therewith,  (c)  in  the  obtaining 
or  using  of  any  validated  or  general  ex¬ 
port  license  or  other  export  control  docu¬ 
ment,  (d)  in  the  receiving,  ordering, 
buying,  selling,  delivering,  using,  or  dis¬ 
posing  in  any  foreign  country  of  any 
commodities  in  whole  or  in  part  to  be 
exported  from  the  United  States,  and  (e) 
in  financing,  forwarding,  transporting, 
or  other  servicing  of  such  exports  from 
the  United  States. 

n.  Such  denial  shall  extend  not  only 
to  each  of  the  respondents,  but  also  to 
any  person,  firm,  corporation,  or  business 
organization  with  which  any  of  them 
may  be  now  or  hereafter  related  by 
ownership,  control,  position  of  responsi¬ 
bility,  or  other  connection  in  the  conduct 
of  trade  in  which  may  be  involved  ex¬ 
ports  from  the  United  States  or  services 
connected  therewith. 

III.  (a)  Without  further  order  of  the 
Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce,  three 
months  after  the  date  hereof,  the  re¬ 
spondent,  Northrup,  King  &  Co.,  shall 
have  its  export  privileges  restored  to  it 
conditionally,  the  condition  for  such 
restoration  being  that,  until  one  year 
from  the  date  hereof,  said  respondent 
shall  comply  in  all  respects  with  this 
order  and  with  all  other  requirements  of 
the  Export  Control  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  and  all  regulations,  licenses, 
and  orders  issued  thereunder. 

(b)  Without  further  order  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Foreign  Commerce,  two  months 
after  the  date  hereof,  the  respondent, 
R.  W.  Gunson  (Seeds)  Ltd.,  shall  have 
its  export  privileges  restored  to  it  con¬ 
ditionally,  the  condition  for  such  restora¬ 
tion  being  that,  until  one  year  from  the 
date  hereof,  said  respondent  shall  com¬ 
ply  in  all  respects  with  this  order  and 
with  all  other  requirements  of  the  Ex¬ 
port  Control  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  and 
all  regulations,  licenses,  and  orders  is¬ 
sued  thereunder. 

(c)  Without  further  order  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Foreign  Commerce,  six  months 
after  the  date  hereof,  the  respondent, 
Charles  A.  Emery,  shall  have  his  export 
privileges  restored  to  him  conditionally, 
the  condition  for  such  restoration  being 
that,  until  one  year  from  the  date  here¬ 
of,  said  respondent  shall  comply  in  all 
respects  with  this  order  and  with  all 
other  requirements  of  the  Export  Con¬ 
trol  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  and  all 


regulations,  licenses,  and  orders  issued 
thereunder. 

IV.  The  privileges  so  conditionally  re¬ 
stored  to  any  respondent  may  be  revoked 
summarily  and  without  notice  as  to  such 
respondent  upon  a  finding  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Office  of  Export  Supply,  or 
such  other  official  as  may  at  that  time 
be  exercising  the  duties  now  exercised 
by  him,  that  such  respondent  at  any 
time  hereafter  has  knowingly  failed  to 
comply  with  any  condition  set  forth  in 
Part  III  hereof,  in  which  event  a  supple¬ 
mental  order  shall  be  entered  against 
such  respondent  so  found  to  have  vio¬ 
lated,  which  order  shall  deny  all  export 
privileges  to  such  respondent  for  the 
number  of  months  thereafter  as,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Part  III  hereof,  the  effective  pe¬ 
riod  of  Part  I  hereof  has  been  curtailed 
as  to  it  or  him.  The  entry  of  such  sup¬ 
plemental  order  shall  not  prevent  the 
Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce  from  tak¬ 
ing  such  other  and  further  action  based 
on  such  violation  as  it  shall  deem  war¬ 
ranted.  In  the  event  that  such  supple¬ 
mental  order  is  issued,  the  respondent 
affected  thereby  shall  have  the  right  to 
appeal  therefrom,  as  provided  in  the  ex¬ 
port  regulations. 

V.  No  person,  firm,  corporation,  or 
other  business  organization,  whether  in 
the  United  States  or  elsewhere,  during 
any  time  when  any  respondent  or  related 
party  is  prohibited  under  the  terms  here¬ 
of  from  engaging  in  any  activity  within 
the  scope  of  Part  I  hereof,  shall,  without 
prior  disclosure  to,  and  specific  authori¬ 
zation  from,  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  man¬ 
ner  or  capacity,  (a)  apply  for,  obtain,  or 
use  any  export  license,  shipper’s  export 
declaration,  bill  of  lading,  or  other  export 
control  document  relating  to  any  such 
prohibited  activity,  (b)  order,  receive, 
buy,  sell,  deliver,  use,  dispose  of,  finance, 
transport,  forward,  or  otherwise  service 
or  participate  in,  any  exportation  from 
the  United  States,  on  behalf  of  or  in  any 
association  with  such  respondent  or  re¬ 
lated  party,  or  (c)  do  any  of  the  fore¬ 
going  acts  with  respect  to  any  exporta¬ 
tion  in  wThich  such  respondent  or  related 
party  may  have  any  interest  or  obtain 
any  benefit  of  any  kind  or  nature,  direct 
or  indirect. 

Dated:  February  15, 1958. 


hearing  is  hereby  assigned  to  be  held 
Wednesday,  February  26,  1058  at  a 2 
a.  m.,  in  Conference  Room  “B”’adjaceS 
to  the  Departmental  Auditorium  D-nart 
ment  of  Labor  Building,  ConstitSS 
Avenue  between  13th  and  14th  stiW 
NW.;  Washington,  D.  C.  w 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C  Fph™ 
ary  14,  1958.  '*  oru* 

[seal]  Van  R.  O'Brien, 

Presiding  Officer. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1360;  Filed,  Feb.  21 

8:51a.m.]  '  858, 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Document  No.  176;  Classification  No.  51] 
Arizona 

SMALL  TRACT  CLASSIFICATION;  PARTIAL 
REVOCATION 

1.  Effective  February  14,  1958,  Federal 
Register  Document  56-6191,  appearing 
on  page  5783  of  the  issue  for  August  2 
1956,  is  revoked  as  to  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  lands: 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian 

T.  14  S..  R.  12  E., 

Sec.  29:  N>/2. 

Eugene  H.  Newell, 
Acting  State  Supervisor, 
Arizona. 

February  14, 1958. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1327;  Filed.  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Document  No.  177;  Classification  No.  60] 
Arizona 

SMALL  TRACT  CLASSIFICATION 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by 
Document  No.  43,  Arizona,  effective  May 
19,  1955  (20  F.  R.  3514-15),  I  hereby 
classify  the  following  described  public 
lands,  totalling  65.65  acres  in  Yavapai 
County,  Arizona,  as  suitable  for  lease  and 
sale  for  residence  purposes  under  the 
Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1,  1938  (52  Stat. 
609;  43  U.  S.  C.  682a)  as  amended. 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian 


John  C.  Borton, 

Director, 

Office  of  Export  Supply. 


T  11  N  R  2  E, 

Sec.  23:  Lots  ?,  8,  11,  12,  13,  14,  16,  17,  18, 
26,  27,  28,  29,  30,  and  31. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1353;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  SA-328) 

Investigation  of  Accident  Occurring 
Near  Clinton,  Md. 

notice  of  hearing 

In  the  matter  of  investigation  of  acci¬ 
dent  involving  aircraft  of  United  States 
Registry  N  8637A,  near  Clinton,  Mary¬ 
land,  January  25,  1958. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  particularly  section  702  of  said  act, 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  that 


2.  Classification  of  the  above-described 
lands  by  this  order  segregates  them  from 
all  appropriations,  including  locations 
under  the  mining  laws,  except  as  to  ap¬ 
plications  under  the  mineral  leasing 
law’s. 

3.  The  lands  classified  by  this  order 
shall  not  become  subject  to  application 
under  the  Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1, 
1938  (52  Stat.  609;  43  U.  S.  C.  682a),  as 
amended,  until  it  is  so  provided  by  an 
order  to  be  issued  by  an  authorized  offi¬ 
cer,  opening  the  lands  to  application  or 
bid  with  a  preference  right  to  veterans 
of  World  War  II  and  of  the  Korean  con¬ 
flict  and  other  qualified  persons  entitled 
to  preference  under  the  act  of  September 
27,  1944  (58  Stat.  497;  43  U.  S.  C.  279- 
284)  as  amended. 
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Saturday,  February  22,  1958 

4  There  are  no  preference  right  ap¬ 
plicants  included  in  this  classification. 

Eugene  H.  Newell, 

•  Lands  and  Minerals  Officer. 

February  14,  1958. 

F  DOC.  58-1326;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
lr>  8:45  a.  m.J 


Utah  (V-7) 

order  providing  for  opening  of  public 

LANDS 

February,  13,  1958. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
section  4  of  the  act  of  May  24,  1928  (45 
Stat  729;  49  U.  S.  C.  214)  and  pursuant 
to  the  authority  delegated  to  me  by 
Order  No.  541,  section  3.5,  of  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  approved 
April  21, 1954  (19  F.  R.  2473)  it  is  ordered 
as  follows; 

1  Air  Navigation  Site  Withdrawals 
No.  57  of  May  8,  1928.  No.  057  of  July  14, 
1943,  No.  056  of  July  14, 1943,  and  No.  573 
of  March  10,  1936,  are  hereby  revoked  to 
the  extent  of  the  following  described 
lands  which  are  opened  to  entry  and  dis¬ 
posal  under  appropriate  public  land  laws 
in  accordance  with  regulations  governing 
the  filing  of  applications : 

Salt  Lake  Meridian,  Utah 

T.  8  S.,  R.  4  W., 

Sec.  1:  All. 

Totaling  640.80  acres. 

T. IN.,  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  30:  SE !4 S W * 4 . 

Totaling  40  acres. 

T.6N..R.11  W. 

Beginning  at  a  point  in  what  will  probably 
be  sec.  8,  about  one-third  mile  southeast  of 
Hogup  Station,  from  which  mile  post  number 
721  in  center  line  of  main  track  of  the  South¬ 
ern  Pacific  Railroad  bears  N.  10°28’  E.,  200 
feet,  and  N.  79°32’  W.,  1,000  feet,  thence  S. 
10°28'  W.,  50  feet,  S.  79°32'  E„  50  feet,  N. 
10°28'  E.,  50  feet,  N.  79°32'  W.,  50  feet,  to  the 
place  of  beginning. 

Totaling  .057  acre. 

T.6N..R.  9  W„ 

Sec.  21:  Lot  7. 

Totaling  24.02  acres. 

2.  The  above  tracts  are  scattered 
through  the  northwestern  part  of  Utah 
and  are  either  on  hills  or  the  salt  flats. 
None  of  the  lands  are  agricultural  in 
character. 

3.  No  application  will  be  allowed  un¬ 
der  the  homestead,  desert  land,  small 
tract,  or  other  nonmineral  public  land 
laws  unless  the  lands  hate  already  been 
classified  as  valuable  or  suitable  for  such 
type  of  application  or  shall  be  so  classi¬ 
fied  upon  consideration  of  an  application. 
Any  application  that  is  filed  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  on  its  merits.  The  lands  will  not 
be  subject  to  occupancy  or  disposition 
until  they  have  been  classified. 

4.  Subject  to  any  existing  valid  rights 
and  the  requirements  of  applicable  law, 
the  lands  described  in  paragraph  1  here¬ 
of,  are  hereby  opened  to  filing  of  applica¬ 
tions,  selections,  and  locations  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  following: 

a.  Applications  and  selections  under 
the  nonmineral  public  land  laws  and  ap¬ 
plications  and  offers  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws  may  be  presented  to  the 
Manager  mentioned  below,  beginning  on 
the  date  of  this  order.  Such  applications, 


selections,  and  offers  will  be  considered 
as  filed  on  the  hour  and  respective  dates 
shown  for  the  various  classes  enumer¬ 
ated  in  the  following  paragraphs: 

(1)  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims  subject  to  al¬ 
lowance  and  confirmation  will  be  adju¬ 
dicated  on  the  facts  presented  in  support 
of  each  claim  or  right.  All  applications 
presented  by  persons  other  than  those 
referred  to  in  this  paragraph  will  be 
subject  to  the  applications  and  claims 
mentioned  in  this  paragraph. 

(2)  All  valid  applications  under  the 
Homestead,  Desert  Land,  and  Small 
Tract  Laws  by  qualified  veterans  of 
World  War  II  or  of  the  Korean  Conflict, 
and  by  others  entitled  to  preference 
rights  under  the  act  of  September  27, 
1944  (58  Stat.  747;  43  U.  S.  C.  279-284,  as 
amended) ,  presented  prior  to  10:00  a.  m. 
on  March  21,  1958,*  will  be  considered 
as  simultaneously  filed  at  that  hour. 
Rights  under  such  preference  right  ap¬ 
plications  filed  after  that  hour  and  be¬ 
fore  10:00  a.  m.  on  June  20,  1958,  will 
be  governed  by  the  time  of  filing. 

(3)  All  valid  applications  and  selec¬ 
tions  under  the  nonmineral  public  land 
laws,  other  than  those  coming  under 
paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  above,  and  ap¬ 
plications  and  offers  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws,  presented  prior  to  10:00 
a.  m.  on  June  20,  1958,  will  be  considered 
as  simultaneously  filed  at  that  hour. 
Rights  under  such  applications  and  se¬ 
lections  filed  after  that  hour  will  be  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  time  of  filing. 

b.  The  lands  will  be  open  to  location 
under  the  United  States  mining  laws, 
beginning  10:00  a.  m.,  on  June  20,  1958. 

5.  Persons  claiming  veteran’s  prefer¬ 
ence  rights  under  paragraph  a  (2)  above 
must  enclose  with  their  applications 
proper  evidence  of  military  or  naval 
service,  preferably  a  complete  photo¬ 
static  copy  of  the  certificate' of  honor¬ 
able  discharge.  Persons  claiming  prefer¬ 
ence  rights  based  upon  valid  settlement 
statutory  preference,  or  equitable  claims 
must  enclose  properly  corroborated 
statements  in  support  of  their  applica¬ 
tions,  setting  forth  all  facts  relevant  to 
their  claims.  Detailed  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  governing  applications  which  may 
be  filed  pursuant  to  this  notice  can  be 
found  in  Title  43  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

6.  Inquiries  concerning  the  above  lands 
shall  be  addressed  to  Manager,  Land 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.  O.  Box  777,  Salt  Lake  City  10,  Utah. 

Evan  L.  Rasmussen, 

Acting  State  Supervisor. 

> 

IF.  R.  Doc.  58-1325;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

I  Docket  No.  11882  etc.;  FCC  58-1281 
Oregon  Radio,  Inc.  (KSLM)  ex  al. 

ORDER  DESIGNATING  APPLICATIONS  FOR  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  Oregon  Radio, 
Incorporated  <KSLM)  Salem,  Oregon, 


Docket  No.  11882,  File  No.  BP-10272; 
William  H.  Jones  and  H.  M.  Hans  d/b  as 
Severn  Broadcasting  Co.,  Reedsport, 
Oregon,  Docket  No.  12320,  File  No. 
BP-11337;  Lincoln  Electronics,  Inc. 
(KBCH) ,  Oceanlake,  Oregon,  Docket  No.* 
12321,  File  No.  BP-11556;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices 
in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  12th  day  of 
February  1958; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  applications 
of  Oregon  Radio,  Incorporated,  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  to  increase  the  daytime 
power  of  Station  KSLM,  Salem,  Oregon, 
from  one  kilowatt  to  5  kilowatts  and  to 
continue  operation  on  the  presently  as¬ 
signed  frequency'of  1390  kilocycles  with 
a  nighttime  power  of  one  kilowatt,  un¬ 
limited  time;  of  William  H.  Jones  and 
H.  M.  Hans  d/b  as  Severn  Broadcasting 
Co.  for  a  new  standard  broadcast  station 
to  operate  on  1380  kilocycles  with  a 
power  of  one  kilowatt,  daytime  only,  at 
Reedsport,  Oregon;  and  of  Lincoln  Elec¬ 
tronics,  Inc.,  for  a  construction  permit 
to  change  the  facilities  of  Station  KBCH, 
Oceanlake,  Oregon  from  operation  on 
1400  kilocycles  with  a  power  of  250  watts, 
unlimited  time,  to  operation  on  1380 
kilocycles  with  a  power  of  one  kilowatt, 
daytime  only; 

It  appearing  that  all  of  the  applicants 
herein  are  legally  financially  and  tech¬ 
nically  qualified,  and  Oregon  Radio, 
Incorporated,  and  the  Severn  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co.  are  otherwise  qualified,  except  as 
indicated  by  the  issues  specified  below, 
to  construct  and  operate  their  respec¬ 
tive  proposals ;  but  that  the  operation  of 
KSLM  and  KECH  as  proposed  would 
result  in  mutual  interference;  that  the 
operation  of  KBCH  as  proposed  and  of 
the  Severn  Broadcasting  Co.  proposal 
would  result  in  extensive  interference; 
that  a  question  obtains  as  to  whether  the 
proposed  operation  of  Station  KSLM 
would  be  in  compliance  with  §  3.24  (b) 
(7)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  in  that  the 
number  of  persons  residing  within  the 
proposed  1000  mv/m  contour  would 
exceed  1.0  percent  of  the  number  resid¬ 
ing  within  the  25  mv/m  contour;  that 
Oregon  Radio,  Incorporated,  requests  a 
waiver  of  §  3.24  (b)  (7)  if  its  proposal  is 
not  found  to  be  in  compliance  with  said 
section;  and  that  Oregon  Radio,  Incor¬ 
porated,  has  alleged  that  the  application 
of  Lincoln  Electronics,  Inc.,  was  not  filed 
in  good  faith  but  for  the  purpose  of 
impeding  and  blocking  the  efforts  of 
Oregon  Radio,  Incorporated,  to  improve 
the  daytime  facilities  of  Station  KSLM; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that,  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  ap¬ 
plicants  were  advised  by  letter  dated 
December  17,  1957,  of  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  deficiencies  and  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  was  unable  to  conclude  that  a  grant 
of  any  of  the  applications  would  be  in 
the  public  interest;  and 

It  further  .appearing  that  in  a  reply 
dated  January  16,  1958,  Oregon  Radio, 
Incorporated,  requested  a  grant  of  its 
application  without  hearing  on  the 
ground  that  the  mutual  interference 
which  would  result  from  the  operation 
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of  KSLM  and  KBCH  as  proposed  would 
affect  only  a  relatively  small  area  in  a 
sparsely  populated  mountainous  region; 
agreed  to  accept  any  interference  which 
would  result  to  the  proposed  KSLM 
operation  in  the  event  of  a  grant  of  the 
application  to  change  the  facilities  of 
KBCH;  contended  that  the  population 
within  the  1000  mv/m  contour  of  the 
proposed  KSLM  operation  would  be 
slightly  over  1.0  percent  of  the  popula¬ 
tion  within  the  proposed  25  mv/m  con¬ 
tour,  and.  therefore,  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tion  of  KSLM  would  be  in  substantial 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
§  3.24  (b)  (7)  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 
requested  that,  in  the  event  the  subject 
applications  are  designated  for  hearing, 
an  issue  be  included  to  determine 
whether  the  application  of  Lincoln  Elec¬ 
tronics,  Inc.,  was  filed  in  good  faith  in 
view  of  the  circumstances  surrounding 
the  filing  of  the  application  and  the 
engineering  services  rendered  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant  by  an  employee  and  by  the  vice- 
president  of  KGAY,  Salem,  Oregon,  a 
competitor  of  KSLM;  and  further  re¬ 
quested  that  an  issue  be  included  to 
determine  whether  Lincoln  Electronics, 
Inc.,  is  financially  qualified  to  meet  the 
cost  of  changing  the  facilities  of  KBCH ; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  in  a  reply 
filed  January  16,  1958,  the  Severn 

Broadcasting  Co.  conceded  that  its  pro¬ 
posal  and  the  KBCH  proposal  are 
mutually  exclusive  and  requested  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  applications;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  by  letter  of 
December  30,  1957,  Lincoln  Electronics, 
Inc.,  denied  the  allegations  of  Oregon 
Radio,  Incorporated,  that  its  application 
was  not  filed  in  good  faith  and  dis¬ 
claimed  any  collusion  with  KGAY;  and 
stated,  in  substance,  that  the  filing  of  its 
application  was  motivated  by  a  desire 
to  improve  service  to  remote  areas;  its 
concern  over  the  elimination  of  small 
fringe  communities  from  the  KECH 
service  area  due  to  expected  interference 
from  the  proposed  operation  of  KSLM; 
a  desire  to  “do  the  best  job”  possible; 
and  to  protect  the  KBCH  signal;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  by  telegram 
dated  January  21,  1958,  Lincoln  Elec¬ 
tronics,  Inc.,  opposed  a  grant  without 
hearing  of  the  application  of  Oregon 
Radio,  Incorporated,  requested  that  the 
applications  be  designated  for  hearing 
and  again  stated  that  its  application  had 
been  filed  in  good  faith ;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  by  affidavit 
dated  January  22,  1958,  John  Truhan, 
consulting  engineer  for  Lincoln  Elec¬ 
tronics,  Inc.,  and  also  vice-president  of 
KGAY,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Station  KGAY, 
stated  that  his  only  interest  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  Lincoln  Electronics,  Inc., 
was  that  of  consulting  engineer  and  that 
the  choice  of  1380  kilocycles,  the  fre¬ 
quency  requested  by  Lincoln  Electronics, 
Inc.,  was  dictated  by  technical  and  eco¬ 
nomic  considerations;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  unable  to  determine  on  the  basis 
of  the  information  before  it  whether  the 
proposed  KSLM  operation  would  be  in 
compliance  with  §  3.24  (b)  (7)  of  the 
rules  and  is  of  the  opinion  that  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  hearing  is  necessary  to  obtain 


complete  information  relative  to  the 
population  within  the  proposed  1000 
mv/m  and  25  mv/m  contours  of  the 
KSLM  proposal  and  the  grounds  ad¬ 
vanced  in  support  of  the  request  for 
waiver  of  §  3.24  (b)  (7) ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  of  the  view  that  Lincoln  Elec¬ 
tronics,  Inc.,  has  demonstrated  its  finan¬ 
cial  ability  to  effectuate  the  proposed 
changes  in  the  facilities  of  Station 
KBCH;  and  that,  moreover,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  authority  hereinafter  dele¬ 
gated,  the  Examiner  may  enlarge  the 
issues  in  the  hearing  proceeding  pro¬ 
vided  for  below  on  his  own  motion  or 
upon  sufficient  allegations  of  fact  in 
support  of  a  petition  to  enlarge  issues 
filed  by  a  party  to  the  proceeding,  by 
the  addition  of  an  issue  to  determine 
whether  the  funds  available  to  an  appli¬ 
cant  will  give  reasonable  assurance  that 
the  proposals  set  forth  in  the  application 
will  be  effectuated;  and  that,  accord¬ 
ingly,  the  request  of  Oregon  Radio,  In¬ 
corporated,  for  the  inclusion  of  an  issue 
to  determine  whether  Lincoln  Elec¬ 
tronics,  Inc.,  is  financially  qualified  must 
be  denied ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Com¬ 
mission,  after  consideration  of  the  above, 
is  of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  is 
necessary ; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  said  applica¬ 
tions  are  designated  for  hearing  in  a 
consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  may  be  expected  to  gain  or 
lose  primary  service  from  the  proposed 
operations  of  Stations  KSLM  and  KBCH 
and  the  availability  of  other  primary 
service  to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  fi’om  the  proposed  operation  of 
the  Severn  Broadcasting  Co.  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
operation  of  Station  KSLM  would  be  in 
compliance  with  §  3.24  (b)  (7)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  whether,  if  com¬ 
pliance  is  not  achieved,  circumstances 
exist  which  would  warrant  a  waiver  of 
said  section. 

4.  To  determine  the  circumstances 
surrounding  the  filing  of  the  application 
of  Lincoln  Electronics,  Inc.,  and  whether 
the  application  was  filed  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  impeding,  obstructing  or  delay¬ 
ing  determination  on  the  application  of 
Oregon  Radio,  Incorporated. 

5.  To  determine  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  interference,  if  any,  that  each 
of  the  operations  proposed  in  the  above- 
entitled  applications  would  cause  to  and 
receive  from  each  other  and  all  other 
existing  standard  broadcast  stations, 
the  areas  and  populations  affected 
thereby,  and  the  availability  of  other 
primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

6.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  section 
307  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  which  of  the  instant 
proposals  would  better  provide  a  fair, 
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efficient  and  equitable  distribution 
radio  service. 


7.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the  m 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
issues,  which  of  the  instant 
should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  request- 
of  Oregon  Radio,  Incorporated,  for 7 
immediate  grant  of  its  application  aw 
for  inclusion  of  an  issue  to  determine  tb 
financial  qualifications  of  Lincoln  Elec' 
tronics,  Inc.,  are  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  toT 
heard,  the  applicants  herein,  pursuant  to 
§  1.140  (c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  j* 
person  or  by  attorney,  shall  within’ 2# 
days  of  the  mailing  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission,  in  triplicate,  a  written 
appearance  stating  an  intention  to  ap. 
pear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing 
and  present  evidence  on  the  issues  sped, 
fied  in  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  issues 
in  this  proceeding  may  be  enlarged  by 
the  Examiner,  on  his  own  motion  or  on 
petition  properly  filed  by  a  party  to  the 
proceeding  and  upon  sufficient  allega¬ 
tions  of  fact  in  support  thereof,  by  the 
addition  of  the  following  issue;  To  deter- 
mine  whether  the  funds  available  to  the 
applicant  will  give  reasonable  assurance 
that  the  proposals  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  will  be  effectuated. 


Released:  February  17,  1958. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1361;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  12310-12312;  FCC  58-122) 
Entertainment  Service,  Inc.,  et  al. 


ORDER  DESIGNATING  APPLICATIONS  FOR  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 
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In  re  applications  of  Entertainment 
Service,  Inc.,  Solvay,  New  York,  Docket 
No.  12310,  File  No.  BP-10988;  Joseph 
A.  Marturano  and  Philip  S.  Marturano, 
d  'b  as  Rome  Community  Broadcasting 
Company,  Rome,  New  York,  Docket  No. 
12311,  File  No.  BP-11262;  James  A 
McKechnie,  North  Syracuse,  New  York, 
Docket  No.  12312,  File  No.  BP-11329; 
for  construction  permits. 

At  a  sessior*  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.  on  the  12th  day  oi 
February  1958; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tions  of  Entertainment  Service,  Inc, 
Rome  Community  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  and  James  A.  McKechnie  for  con¬ 
struction  permits  for  new  standard 
broadcast  stations  to  operate  on  1220 
kilocycles  with  a  power  of  1  kilowatt, 
daytime  only,  at  Solvay,  Rome  (with  di¬ 
rectional  antenna),  and  North  Syracuse, 
New  York,  respectively; 

It  appearing  that  the  applicants  are 
legally,  technically,  financially,  and 
otherwise  qualified,  except  as  may  be  in¬ 
dicated  from  the  issues  specified  below, 
to  construct  and  operate  their  proposed 
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Saturday,  February  22,  1958 

.  tions,  but  that  operation  by  all  sta- 
fnns  as  proposed  would  result  in  rau- 
Hially  destructive  interference;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  pursuant  to 
ection  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  ap¬ 
plicants  were  advised  by  letter  dated 
October  10,  1957,  of  the  aforementioned 
deficiencies  and  that  the  Commission 
was  unable  to  conclude  that  a  grant  of 
any  one  of  the  applications  would  be  in 
the  public  interest;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  timely  replies 
were  filed  by  the  applicants  herein;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  instant 
proposals  would  receive  from  the  pending 
proposal  of  WGNY,  Newburgh,  New  York 
(1220  kc,  1  kw,  D) ,  to  increase  power  to 
5  kilowatts  and  install  a  directional  an¬ 
tenna,  File  No.  BP-11365,  interference 
which  would  affect  less  than  1  percent  of 
the  population  in  their  respective  nor¬ 
mally  protected  primary  service  areas; 
and  that  the  construction  permit  granted 
to  any  one  of  the  instant  proposals 
should  contain  a  condition  that  it  accept 
said  interference  from  the  WGNY  pro¬ 
posal;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  due  to  the 
close  proximity  of  the  antenna  sites  of 
the  Ropie  Community  Broadcasting 
Company  and  Station  WKAL,  Rome,  New 
York  (1450  kc,  250  w,  U) ,  there  obtains  a 
possibility  of  reaction  which  may  result 
in  distortion  of  the  directional  antenna 
pattern  proposed  by  Rome  Community 
Broadcasting  Company ;  and  that,  there¬ 
fore,  in  the  event  of  a  grant  of  its  appli¬ 
cation,  the  construction  permit  should 
contain  a  condition  that  the  permittee  be 
responsible  for  installation  and  adjust¬ 
ment  of  filters  or  other  equipment  that 
may  be  necessary  to  prevent  interaction 
between  the  two  antenna  systems;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  Solvay  is 
adjacent  to  Syracuse,  New  York;  that 
North  Syracuse  is  approximately  3  miles 
north  of  Syracuse ;  that  Solvay  and 
North  Syracuse  are  separate  and  incor¬ 
porated  communities  approximately  6 
miles  apart.;  that  the  Solvay  and  North 
Syracuse  proposals  would  provide  a  5 
mv/m  contour  over  the  residential  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  city  of  the  other;  and  that 
said  proposals  have  substantial  com¬ 
monly-served  area  and  population;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  after  consideration  of  the  foregoing’, 
is  of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  on  the 
above-captioned  applications  is  neces¬ 
sary; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  above-captioned 
applications  are  designated  for  hearing 
in  a  consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  each  of  the  instant  pro¬ 
posals,  and  the  availability  of  other  pri¬ 
mary  service  to  such  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions. 

2.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  section 
307  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  which  of  the  instant 
proposals  would  better  provide  a  fair. 
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efficient  and  equitable  distribution  of 
radio  service. 

3.  To  determine  on  a  comparative 
basis,  in  the  event  that  the  North  Syra¬ 
cuse  and/or  Solvay  proposals  are  pre¬ 
ferred  over  the  Rome  proposal  under 
Issue  2,  which  of  the  operations  proposed 
by  Entertainment  Service,  Inc.,  and 
James  A.  McKechnie  would  better  serve 
the  public  interest,  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  in  the  light  of  the  evidence  ad¬ 
duced  under  the  foregoing  issues  and 
record  made  with  respect  to  the  signifi¬ 
cant  differences  between  the  two  appli¬ 
cants  as  to: 

a.  The  background  and  experience  of 
both  applicants  having  a  bearing  on  their 
ability  to  own  and  operate  their  proposed 
standard  broadcast  stations. 

b.  The  proposals  of  both  with  respect 
to  the  management  and  operation  of 
their  proposed  stations. 

c.  The  programming  service  proposed 
in  both  of  said  applications. 

4.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  which  of  the  applications 
should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  con¬ 
struction  permit  granted  to  any  one  of 
the  instant  applicants  shall  contain  the 
condition  that  the  permittee  accept  the 
interference  from  the  present  proposal 
of  Orange  County  Broadcasting  Cor¬ 
poration  to  increase  the  power  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WGNY,  Newburgh,  New  York 
(1220  kc,  1  kw.  Day),  to  5  kilowatts  and 
install  a  directional  antenna,  File  No. 
BP-11365; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the 
event  the  instant  application  of  the 
Rome  Community  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany  is  granted,  the  construction  permit 
shall  contain  a  condition  that  the  per¬ 
mittee  be  responsible  for  installation  and 
adjustment  of  filters  or  other  equipment 
necessary  to  prevent  interaction  between 
the  antenna  systems  of  its  station  and 
Station  WKAL,  Rome,  New  York; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein,  pursuant  to 
§  1.140  (c)  of  the  Commission  rules,  in 
person  or  by  an  attorney,  shall  within  20 
days  of  the  mailing  of  this  order,  file 
with  the  Commission,  in  triplicate,  a 
written  appearance  stating  an  inten¬ 
tion  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the 
hearing  and  present  evidence  on  the 
issues  specified  in  this  order; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  issues  in 
the  above-described  proceeding  may  be 
enlarged  by  the  Examiner,  on  his  own 
motion  or  on  petition  properly  filed  by 
a  party  to  the  proceeding  and  upon  suffi¬ 
cient  allegations  of  fact  in  support 
thereof,  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
issue:  To  determine  whether  the  funds 
available  to  the  applicant  will  give  rea¬ 
sonable  assurance  that  the  proposals  set 
forth  in  the  application  will  be  effec¬ 
tuated. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58-1362;  Piled,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  12315,  12316;  FCC  58-124] 

Sheffield  Broadcasting  Co.  and  J.  B. 

Falt,  Jr. 

ORDER  DESIGNATING  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
CONSOLIDATED  HEARING  ON  STATED 
ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  Iralee  W.  Benns 
tr/as  Sheffield  Broadcasting  Co.,  Shef¬ 
field,  Alabama,  Docket  No.  12315,  File  No. 
BP-11130;  J.  B.  Fait,  Jr.,  Sheffield,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Docket  No.  12316,  File  No.  BP- 
11559;  for  construction  permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices 
at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  12th  day  of 
February  1958; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  applications 
of  Iralee  W.  Benns  tr/as  Sheffield  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  and  of  J.  B.  Fait,  Jr.,  each 
for  a  construction  permit  for  a  new 
standard  broadcast  station  to  operate  on 
1290  kilocycles  with  a  power  of  one  kilo¬ 
watt,  daytime  only,  at  Sheffield,  Ala¬ 
bama; 

It  appearing  that  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  both  appli¬ 
cants  are  legally,  technically  and  finan¬ 
cially  qualified,  and  that  the  Sheffiield 
Broadcasting  Co.  is  otherwise  qualified, 
to  operate  their  proposed  stations,  but 
that  the  operation  of  both  proposals 
would  result  in  mutually  destructive  in¬ 
terference;  that  the  photographs  of  the 
proposed  transmitter  site  filed  by  the 
Sheffield  Broadcasting  Co.  do  not  show 
sufficient  detail  of  the  area  surrounding 
the  transmitter  site;  and  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  placed  in  issue  the  question 
of  whether  J.  B.  Fait,  Jr.,  may  be  other¬ 
wise  qualified  in  a  consolidated  proceed¬ 
ing  on  the  applications  of  Walter  G. 
Allen  (Docket  No.  12229)  and  the  Mar¬ 
shall  County  Broadcasting  Company, 
Inc.  (Docket  No.  12230)  which  were 
designated  for  hearing  by  Order  of  the 
Commission  on  October  30,  1957,  to  de¬ 
termine,  inter  alia,  the  circumstances 
surrounding  the  filing  of  the  application. 
File  No.  BP-11088,  of  the  Marshall 
County  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  of 
which  J.  B.  Fait,  Jr.,  is  a  stockholder,  and 
of  a  former  application,  File  No.  BP- 
10519,  of  J.  B.  Fait,  Jr.,  for  a  new  station 
at  Sheffield,  Alabama,  and  whether 
either  application  was  filed  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  obstructing  the  establishment  of 
a  new  station  in  Huntsville,  Alabama,  in 
competition  with  Station  WHUN,  Hunts¬ 
ville,  of  which  J.  B.  Fait,  Jr.,  is  majority 
stockholder;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  pursuant 
to  section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  ap¬ 
plicants  were  advised  by  letter  dated 
November  18,  1957,  of  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  deficiencies  and  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  was  unable  to  conclude  that  a  grant 
of  either  application  would  be  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  timely  re¬ 
plies  to  the  Commission’s  letter  were  filed 
by  both  applicants;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  on  January 
21,  1958,  the  application  of  the  Sheffield 
Broadcasting  Co.  was  amended  to  include 
an  aerial  photograph  of  the  proposed 
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transmitter  site,  but  that  the  photograph 
was  taken  at  too  great  a  height  to  show 
sufficient  detail  within  the  area;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  issues 
specified  in.  the  Commission’s  Order 
designating  for  hearing  the  applications 
of  Walter  G.  Allen  and  the  Marshall 
County  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc., 
have  not  yet  been  resolved;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  after  consideration  of  the  above,  is 
of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  is  neces¬ 
sary; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  applications 
are  designated  for  hearing  in  a  con¬ 
solidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place 
to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order, 
upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  the  trans¬ 
mitter  site  proposed  by  the  Sheffield 
Broadcasting  Co.  is  satisfactory. 

2.  To  determine  the  circumstances  sur¬ 
rounding  the  filing  of  the  application  of 
the  Marshall  County  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  (Docket  No.  12230,  File  No. 
BP-11088)  and  a  former  application  of 
J.  B.  Fait,  Jr.,  for  a  new  station  at  Shef¬ 
field,  Alabama  (File  No.  BP-10519),  and 
whether  either  of  said  applications  was 
filed  for  the  purpose  of  obstructing  the 
establishment  of  a  new  station  in  Hunts¬ 
ville. 

3.  To  determine  which  of  the  opera¬ 

tions  proposed  in  the  above-captioned 
applications  would  better  serve  the  public 
interest  in  the  light  of  the  evidence  ad¬ 
duced  under  the  foregoing  issues  and  the 
record  made  with  respect  to  the  signifi¬ 
cant  differences  between  the  applicants 
as  to:  ' 

a.  The  background  and  experience  of 
each  of  the  above-named  applicants  to 
own  and  operate  the  proposed  stations. 

b.  The  proposals  of  each  of  the  above- 
named  applicants  with  respect  to  the 
management  and  operation  of  the 
proposed  stations. 

c.  The  programming  service  proposed 
in  each  of  the  above-mentioned 
applications. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  which,  if  either,  of  the 
applications  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein,  pursuant 
to  §  1.140  of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  in 
person  or  by  attorney,  shall  within  20 
days  of  the  mailing  of  this  Order,  file 
•with  the  Commission,  in  triplicate,  a 
written  appearance  stating  an  intention 
to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  present  evidence  on  the  issues 
specified  in  this  Order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  issues 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  may 
be  enlarged  by  the  Examiner,  on  his  own 
motion  or  on  petition  properly  filed  by  a 
party  to  the  proceeding  and  upon  suffi¬ 
cient  allegations  of  fact  in  support  there¬ 
of,  by  the  addition  of  the  following  issue: 
To  determine  whether  funds  available  to 
the  applicant  will  give  reasonable  as¬ 


surance  that  the  proposals  set  forth  in 
the  application  will  be  effectuated. 

Released;  February  17,  1958. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1363;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


(Docket  No.  12317;  FCC  58-125] 

Mason  County  Broadcasting  Co. 

order  designating  application  for 

HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  application  of  Roy  C.  McConkey, 
tr/as  MASON  COUNTY  BROADCAST¬ 
ING  CO.,  Shelton,  Washington,  Docket 
No.  12317,  File  No.  BMP-7857;  for  addi¬ 
tional  time  to  construct  Station  KONK. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Commu¬ 
nications  Commission  held  at  its  offices 
in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  12th  day 
of  February  1958; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  application 
requesting  additional  time  to  construct  a 
standard  broadcast  station  at  Shelton, 
Washington;  and 

It  appearing  that  on  January  4,  1956, 
the  Commission  granted  the  application 
(BP-9892)  of  Roy  C.  McConkey,  tr/as 
Mason  County  Broadcasting  Company, 
for  a  permit  to  construct  a  new  standard 
broadcast  station  at  Shelton,  Washing¬ 
ton;  that  said  permit  specified  that  con¬ 
struction  of  the  station  was  to  begin  by 
March  4,  1956,  and  to  be  completed  by 
September  4,  1956;  that  based  upon 
successive  applications  of  Roy  C.  Mc¬ 
Conkey,  the  Commission  granted  several 
extensions  of  time  for  completion  of  the 
station;  that  on  June  19,  1957,  the  Com¬ 
mission  granted  the  applicant  a  modifi¬ 
cation  of  permit  to  change  antenna- 
transmitter  location,  and  that  since  that 
time  no  steps  have  been  taken  toward 
commencement  of  construction  under 
the  permit,  as  modified;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  on  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1957,  the  applicant  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  additional  time  within 
which  to  construct  his  proposed  facili¬ 
ties;  and  that  in  a  letter  dated  October 
25,  1957,  the  applicant  indicated  he  has 
no  intention  to  construct  the  station 
until  after  the  Commission  considers  a 
contemplated  application  for  change  in 
frequency;  and 

It  ‘further  appearing  that  the  appli¬ 
cant  was  notified  by  letter  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  20,  1957,  that  the  Commission  was 
unable  to  find  that  the  applicant  had 
been  diligent  in  proceeding  with  the  con¬ 
struction  of  his  station  since  he  was  last 
granted  an  extension  of  completion  date 
or  that  he  had  been  prevented  from  com¬ 
mencing  construction  by  causes  not 
under  his  control  or  had  made  a  show¬ 
ing  of  other  matters  sufficient  to  justify 
the  requested  extension,  and  that  the 
applicant  was  being  given  an  opportunity 
to  reply  to  said  letter  and  to  request  a 
hearing  on  his  application;  and  . 


It  further  appearing  that  on  Decent 
9,  1957,  the  applicant  replied  to  the  Cm 
mission’s  letter  requesting  that  his  anS' 
cation  be  designated  for  hearing-  aM  '  ' 

It  further  appearing  that  uporfcL 
sideration  of  the  above-captioned 
cation,  the  Commission’s  letter  of  n 
vember  20,  1957,  and  the  applicant' 
reply  thereto  dated  December  9,  mV 
the  Commission  is  unable  to  determin 
that  a  grant  of  said  application  would 
be  in  the  public  interest;  ^ 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  above-captioned 
application  is  designated  for  hearing  in 
Washington,  D.  C.  at  a  time  and  place  to 
be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  upor 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  Roy  c.  Mc¬ 

Conkey  has  been  diligent  in  proceeding 
with  construction  of  the  proposed  stand, 
ard  broadcast  facilities  authorized  in  his 
construction  permit  (BP-9892,  as  modi 
fied).  ‘ 

2.  To  determine  whether  Roy  C.  Me- 
Conkey  has  been  prevented  from  com. 
pleting  construction  of  the  proposed 
facilities  during  the  period  of  his  con¬ 
struction  permit  by  causes  not  under  his 
control  within  the  meaning  of  section 
319  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended. 

3.  To  determine  whether,  on  the  basis 
of  the  evidence  adduced  with  respect  to 
the  above  issues,  a  grant  of  the  above- 
captioned  application  would  serve  the 
public  interest,  convenience  and  neces- 
sity. 

*  It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
himself  of  the  opportunity  to  be  heard 
Roy  C.  McConkey,  pursuant  to  §  1.140  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by 
an  attorney,  shall  within  twenty  (20) 
days  of  the  mailing  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission,  in  triplicate,  a  written 
appearance  stating  an  intention  to  ap- 
pear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing 
and  to  present  evidence  on  the  issues 
specified  in  the  order. 

Released:  February  17,  1958. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  58-1364;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:52  a.  m.J 


(Docket  Nos.  12318, 12319;  FCC  58-126) 

Richard  C.  Simonton  and  Southwest 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc. 

ORDER  DESIGNATING  APPLICATIONS  FOR  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  Richard  C.  Si¬ 
monton  D/B  as  Telemusic  Co.,  San  Ber¬ 
nardino,  California,  Docket  No.  12318, 
File  No.  BPH-2188;  Southwest  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.,  Redlands,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Docket  No.  12319,  File  No. 
BPH-2215;  for  construction  permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  12th  day  of 
February  1958; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  applies- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


1159 


Saturday,  February  22,  1958 

.  of  Richard  C.  Simonton,  d/b  as 
r  lemusic  Co.,  and  the  Southwest  Broad- 

ctinu  Company,  Inc.,  for  construction 
c8!Inits  for  new  Class  B  FM  broadcast 
Nations  to  operate  on  95.1  megacycles 
irhannel  No.  236)  in  San  Bernardino 
1  d  Redlands,  California,  respectively ; 

^It  appearing  that  both  of  the  appli¬ 
cants  are  legally,  technically,  financially 
and  otherwise  qualified  to  operate  their 
muposed  stations,  but  that  the  operation 
of  both  stations  as  proposed  would  result 
^mutually  destructive  interference;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  ap- 
oiicants  were  advised  by  letter  dated 
September  23,  1957,  of  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  interference  and  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  was  unable  to  conclude  that  a 
grant  of  either# application  would  be  in 
the  public  interest ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  both  appli¬ 
cants  replied,  indicating  that  they  would 
appear  at  a  hearing  on  their  applica¬ 
tions;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  after  consideration  of  the  above,  is 
of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  on  these 
applications  is  necessary;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  in  a  letter 
dated  October  22,  1957,  Telemusic  re¬ 
quests  inclusion  of  an  issue  on  the  finan¬ 
cial  qualifications  of  Southwest,  alleging 
that  Southwest’s  estimate  of  construc¬ 
tion  costs  of  $4,000  based  on  use  of 
second  hand  equipment  is  unrealistic 
because  such  equipment  may  not  be 
available  and  it  does  not  appear  probable 
that  a  used  transmitter  could  be  pur¬ 
chased  for  $2,500  and  a  used  six-section 
ring  type  antenna  could  be  purchased 
with  a  tower  for  $1,000;  however,  Tele¬ 
music  has  made  no  showing  that  this 
second  hand  equipment  at  the  cost  esti¬ 
mated  is  not  actually  available  to  South- 
west#and  on  the  basis  of  the  information 
before  us  we  believe  that  Telemusic  has 
presented  no  valid  basis  for  inclusion  of 
such  an  issue; 

It  is  ordered,  That  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  applications 
are  designated  for  hearing  in  a  consoli¬ 
dated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to 
be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  which  of  the  opera¬ 
tions  proposed  in  the  above-captioned 
applications  would  better  serve  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  in  the  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  with  respect  to  the  significant 
differences  between  the  applicants  as  to : 

a.  The  background  and  experience  of 
each  of  the  above-named  applicants  to 
own  and  operate  its  proposed  station. 

b.  The  proposals  of  each  of  the  above- 
named  applicants  with  respect  to  the 
management  and  operation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  stations. 

c.  The  programming  service  proposed 
in  each  of  the  above-mentioned  applica¬ 
tions. 

2.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
.evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issue,  which  of  the  applications 
should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein,  pursuant  to 


§  1.140  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  in  per¬ 
son  or  by  an  attorney,  shall  within  20 
days  of  the  mailing  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission,  in  triplicate,  a  written 
appearance  stating  an  intention  to  ap¬ 
pear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing 
and  present  evidence  on  the  issues  speci¬ 
fied  in  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Tele¬ 
music  request  for  inclusion  of  an  issue 
regarding  the  financial  qualifications  of 
Southwest  is  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  issues 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  may  be 
enlarged  by  the  Examiner,  on  his  own 
motion  or  on  petition  properly  filed  by  a 
party  to  the  proceeding  and  upon  a  suffi¬ 
cient  allegation  of  facts  in  support  there¬ 
of,  by  the  addition  of  the  following  issue: 
To  determine  whether  the  funds  avail¬ 
able  to  the  applicant  will  give  reasonable 
assurance  that  the  proposals  set  forth  in 
the  application  will  be  effectuated. 

Released:  February  19,  1958. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1365;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Glenn  L.  Haught  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATIONS  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

February  17, 1958. 

In  the  matters  of  Glenn  L.  Haught, 
Docket  No.  G-11133;  Reed  Starcher, 
Docket  No.  G-11729;  Roy  G.  Hildreth 
et  al.,1  Docket  No.  G-11730;  P.  C.  McKen¬ 
zie  Company  et  al.  (by  P.  C.  McKenzie 
Company,  Agent),2  Docket  No.  G-11737; 
Coastal  States  Gas  Producing  Company, 
Operator,  et  al.,*  Docket  No.  G-12397; 
Robert  Mosbacher,  Docket  No.  G-12404; 
Claud  B.  Hamill  et  al.,4  Docket  No.  G- 
12406;  Pan  American  Petroleum  Cor¬ 
poration,  Docket  No.  G-12419;  Cities 
Service  Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  G- 
12424;  James  F.  Smith  et  al.,6  Docket  No. 
G-12426;  Peerless  Oil  and  Gas  Company, 
Docket  No.  G-12427 ;  Skelly  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  No.  G-12443;  The  Nueces 
Company,  Operator  (Agent  for  The  Oil 
Corporation),"  Docket  No.  G-12444;  The 
Atlantic  Refining  Company,  Operator,  et 
al.,7  Docket  No.  G-12448;  Honaker-Davis 
Drilling  Company,  Operator,  et  al.,8 
Docket  No.  G-12450;  The  Carter  Oil 
Company,  Docket  Nos.  G-12869,  G-13188, 
G-13679;  Commonwealth  Oil  Company, 
Docket  No.  G-12989;  Nemaha  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  Operator,  et  al.,"  Docket  No.  G- 
13090;  Gulf  Oil  Corporation,  Docket  No. 
G-13129 ;  Southern  Petroleum  Explora¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  G-13132;  (Willard 
E.  Ferrell,  Agent  for)  Otter  Slide  De¬ 
velopment  Company,  Docket  No.  G- 
13164;  Delbert  Goff  et  al.  (Partnership), 
Docket  No.  G-13165;  Loris  Swadley  et 
al.,10  Docket  No.  G-13170;  Williams  and 
Anderson  et  al.  (by  Hays  and  Company, 
Agent),  Docket  No.  G-13171;  (Franklin 
Adkins,  Agent  for)  Adkins  Drilling  Com- 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  document. 


pany,  Inc.,  et  al.,11  Docket  No.  G-13172; 
(Willard  E.  Ferrell,  Agent  for)  North 
Fork  Development  Company,  Docket  No. 
G-13173;  Jules  G.  Franks  et  al.  (by  J.  G. 
Franks  and  J.  H.  Kelsay,  Agents),1* 
Docket  No.  G-13174;  Wallace  Harrison,1* 
Docket  No.  G-13175;  The  Carter  Oil 
Company,14  Docket  No.  G-13278;  C.  H. 
Lyons,  Jr.,  Individually  and  as  Agent, 
Docket  No.  G-13294;  The  California 
Company,  Docket  No.  G-13332;  Sohio 
Petroleum  Company,  Docket  No.  G- 
13334;  C.  W.  Murchison,  Frank  A. 
Schultz,  J.  Glenn  Turner  and  William 
G.  Webb,11  Docket  No.  G-13340;  T.  H. 
McElvain  and  Catherine  McElvain,16 
Docket  No.  G-13345;  Vanson  Production 
Corporation,  Operator,  et  al.,17  Docket 
No.  G-13347 ;  Sun  Oil  Company,18  Docket 
No.  G-13362;  Phillips  Petroleum  Com¬ 
pany,18  Docket  No.  G-13382;  Sohio  Pe¬ 
troleum  Company,20  Docket  No.  G-13393; 
Wood  River  Oil  &  Refining  Company, 
Inc.,  Operator,21  Docket  No.  G-13395; 
Fairman  Drilling  Company,22  Docket  No. 
G-13409;  Dunn-Mar  Oil  and  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,23  Docket  No.  G-13411;  Jules  G. 
Franks  et  al.,24  Docket  No.  G-13413; 
Bearwallow  Oil  &  Gas  Company  (by 
A.  H.  Tate,  Agent  and  Partner) ,  Docket 
No.  G-13414;  Clark  &  Cowden  Production 
Company,  Operator,  et  al.,25  Docket  No. 
G-13454;  Howard  Bartlett,  Docket  No. 
G-13457;  Carter- Jones  Drilling  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Operator,26  Docket  No.  G- 
13458;  Hays  and  Company,  Inc.,  Agent 
for  McHa  Oil  &  Gas  Company,  Docket 
No.  G-13537;  McAlester  Fuel  Company 
et  al.,27  Docket  No.  G-13556;  C.  L.  Nors- 
worthy,  Jr.,  Docket  No.  G-13575;  World¬ 
wide  Petroleum  Corporation,  Docket  No. 
G-13596;  Hudson  Gas  &  Oil  Corporation, 
Docket  No.  G-13711;  Wofford  Cain, 
Docket  No.  G-13712;  Toklan  Oil  Cor¬ 
poration,28  Docket  No.  G-13766;  (Guy 
Freed,  Attorney-in-Fact  for)  The  Con- 
nally  Oil  Company,28  Docket  No.  G- 
13782;  George  Jackson,  Docket  No.  G- 
13825;  Sohio  Petroleum  Company* 
Docket  No.  G-13829;  Standard  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  of  Texas,31  Docket  No.  G-13830; 
P  &  S  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation,  Docket 
No.  G-13867;  The  Stevens  Oil  &  Gas 
Company,  Docket  No.  G-13888;  Sun  Oil 
Company  (Gulf  Coast  Division)  ,*  Docket 
No.  G-13908. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  above- 
designated  parties,  hereinafter  referred 
to  as  Applicants,  has  filed  an  application 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  authorizing  the  sale 
of  natural  gas  as  hereinafter  described, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  all  as  more  fully  represented  in 
the  respective  applications  which  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicants  produce  and  propose  to  sell 
natural  gas  for  transportation  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  for  resale  as  indicated 
below. 

Docket  No.  G~:  Location  of  Field;  Buyer 

11133;  Smithfleld  District,  Ritchie  County, 
W.  Va.;  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company. 

11729;  Washington  District,  Calhoun 
County,  W.  Va.;  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company. 

11730;  Lee  District,  Calhoun  County, 
W.  Va.;  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company. 
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11737;  Buckhannon  District,  Upshur 
County,  W.  Va.;  Cumberland  and  Allegheny 
Gas  Company. 

12397;  Cherokee  Lake  Area  (John  C.  Rob¬ 
bins  Field  Area),  Harrison  and  Gregg  Coun¬ 
ties,  Tex.;  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration. 

12404;  Aldine  Field,  Harris  County,  Tex.; 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corporation. 

12406;  Speaks  Field,  Lavaca  County,  Tex.; 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corporation. 

12419;  Witcher  Field,  Oklahoma  County, 
Okla.;  Champlin  Oil  &  Refining  Company. 

12424;  S.  E.  Lea  County  Gas  Field,  Lea 
County,  N.  Mex.;  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany.' 

12426;  West  Panhandle  Field,  Hutchinson 
County,  Tex.;  The  Shamrock  Oil  and  Gas 
Corporation. 

12427;  Panhandle-Hugoton  Field,  Moore 
and  Sherman  Counties,  Tex.;  Phillips  Petro¬ 
leum  Company. 

12443;  San  Juan  Field,  Rio  Arriba  County, 
N.  Mex.;  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 

12444;  Crutchfield  Field,  Duval  County, 
Tex.;  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Cor¬ 
poration. 

12448;  Adams  Ranch  Field,  Orange  County, 
Tex.;  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

12450;  Acreage  in  Barber  County,  Kans.; 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company. 

12869;  Adams  Ranch  Area,  Meade  County, 
Kans.;  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company. 

12989;  Commonwealth  Field,  San  Patricio 
County,  Tex.;  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation. 

13090;  North  Helner  Field,  Pecos  County, 
Tex.;  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 

13129;  Acreage  in  Alfalfa  and  Grant  Coun¬ 
ties,  Okla.;  Cities  Service  Gas  Company. 

13132,  13454;  Acreage  in  Rio  Arriba  County, 
N.  Mex.;  Pacific  Northwest  Pipeline  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

13164,  13414;  Union  District,  Ritchie 

County,  W.  Va.;  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company. 

13165;  Troy  District,  Gilmer  County, 

W.  Va.;  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company. 

13170,  13174;  De  Kalb  District,  Gilmer 

County,  W.  Va.;  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company. 

13171,  13413;  Sherman  District,  Calhoun 
County,  W.  Va.;  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company. 

13172;  Triadelphia  District,  Logan  County, 
W.  Va.;  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company. 

13173;  Grant  District,  Wetzell  County, 

W.  Va.;  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company. 

13175,  Maxie  Field,  Forrest  County,  Miss.; 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company. 

13188, 13766;  Camrick  Southeast  Pool,  Texas 
County,  Okla.;  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
of  America. 

13278;  Acreage  in  Finney  County,  Kans.; 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company. 

13294;  Carthage  Field,  Panola  County,  Tex.; 
Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company. 

13332;  Main  Pass,  Block  67,  Plaquemines 
and/or  St.  Bernard  Parishes,  La.;  Tennessee 
Gas  Transmission  Company. 

13334;  Light  Pool,  Beaver  County,  Okla.; 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company. 

13340;  Blanco  Field,  San  Juan  and  Rio 
Arriba  Counties,  N.  Mex.;  El  Paso  Natural 
Gas  Company. 

13345;  Bondad  33-9  Area,  La  Plata  County, 
Colo.;  Pacific  Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation. 

13347;  Spider  Field,  De  Soto  Parish,  La.; 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Company. 

13362;  Clear  Creek  Field,  Beauregard  and 
Allen  Parishes,  La.;  Trunkline  Gas  Company. 

13382;  Acreage  in  Texas  County,  Okla.; 
Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Company,  Inc. 

13393;  Acreage  in  Beaver  County,  Okla.; 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company. 

13395;  Blanco  Mesa  Verde  Field,  Rio  Ar¬ 
riba  and  San  Juan  Counties,  N.  Mex.;  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 

13409;  Luthersburg  Deemer  Field,  Union 
Township,  Clearfield  County,  Pa.;  New  York 
State  Natural  Gas  Corporation. 

13411;  Mannington  District,  Marion  Coun¬ 
ty,  W.  Va.;  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company. 
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13457;  Grant  and  Jefferson  Districts, 
Ritchie  and  Pleasants  Counties,  W.  Va.;  Hope 
Natural  Gas  Company. 

13458;  Waskom  Field,  Harrison  County, 
Tex.;  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company. 

13537;  Spencer  District,  Roane  County, 
W.  Va.;  South  Penn  Natural  Gas  Company. 

13556;  Fort  Lynn  Field,  Miller  County, 
Ark.;  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

13575;  House  Field,  Lea  County,  N.  Mex.; 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 

13596;  Clyde  Field,  Grant  County,  Okla.; 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company. 

13679;  East  La  Barge  Field,  Sublette  and 
Lincoln  Counties,  Wyo.;  Pacific  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corporation. 

13711;  Elysian  Fields  Field,  Harrison 
County,  Tex.;  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany. 

13712;  Ballard  Pictured  Cliffs  Pool,  Rio 
Arriba  County,  N.  Mex.;  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company. 

13782;  Hartly  (Sheridan  District),  Calhoun 
County,  W.  Va.;  Penova  Interests. 

13825;  Skin  Creek  District,  Lewis  County, 
W.  Va.;  Equitable  Gas  Company. 

13829,  13908;  Egan  Field,  Acadia  Parish,  La.; 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation. 

13830;  Blanco-Mesaverde  Field,  San  Juan 
County,  N.  Mex.;  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany. 

13867;  Elk  and  Union  Districts,  Kanawha 
and  Clay  Counties,  W.  Va.;  Hope  Natural  Gas 
Company. 

13888;  Greenwood  Field,  Morton  County, 
Kans.;  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany. 

These  matters  should  be  heard  on  a 
consolidated  record  and  disposed  of  as 
promptly  as  possible  under  the  applicable 
rules  and  regulations  and  to  that  end : 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  Jield  on 
March  17,  1958,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in 
a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters 
involved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  applications:  Provided,  however, 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  advised  it  will  be  unneces¬ 
sary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or  be  rep¬ 
resented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  March 
10,  1958.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  interme¬ 
diate  decisions  procedure  in  cases  where 
a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

1  Roy  G.  Hildreth  is  filing  for  himself  and 
on  hehalf  of  the  following  28  individuals 
who  together  comprise  a  partnership:  Roy 
G.  Hildreth,  Jr.,  Lester  L.  Hildreth,  Pearl  B. 
Rogers,  Elizabeth  H.  Wherle,  Paul  B.  Griffith, 
O.  O.  Casto,  Harley  Kettle,  H.  P.  Johnson, 
S.  R.  Jones,  ,C.  W.  Keaton,  Lee  Ellis,  Harlan 


Murdoch,  W.  J.  Britt,  C.  N.  Rogers  tt 
Allen,  Robert  Summers,  Paul  Rogers  r* 
Butler,  Albert  Mullins,  Pat  Mullins  &  * 
Workman,  Lenna  Mullins,  Clay  Parrlshr* 
Dimmick,  Clee  Allen,  Iris  West  Uvr’* 
West  and  L.  Frank  Murphy.  All  are  swi 
seller  parties  to  the  gas  sales  contract  T > 
November  29,  1956.  ***•# 

*  P.  C.  McKenzie  Company  is 
itself  and  as  agent  for  other  co-own11’ 
Neither  the  application  nor  the  related  ^ 
schedule  lists  said  co-owners.  P.  g.  I 

Company  is  the  only  signatory  seller^! 
to  the  gas  sales  contract  dated  Decent  l 
4,  1956.  I 


3  Coastal  States  Gas  Producing  Comna*- 
Operator,  is  filing  for  its  own  Interests 
on  behalf  of  nonoperators  U.  J.  Hester  Hr 
Lewis,  Jr.,  F.  G.  Cox,  and  John  C.  Rdbbb 
Jr.  All  the  aforementioned  co-owners 
signatory  seller  parties  to  the  gas  sales  cm 
tract  dated  November  20,  1956. 

*  Claud  B.  Hamill  is  filing  for  his  interest 
and' on  behalf  of  the  following  co-ownerr 
Mrs.  Enlie  Carter,  A.  E.  Jordon,  and  J  n 
Hedley.  All  are  signatory  seller  parties  to 
the  gas  sales  contract  dated  January  8,  ijjj  P 

6  Applicants,  James  F.  Smith,  Durohome,  lt 
Inc.,  RSK  Builders,  Inc.,  Frank  Rapstht  8 
John  L.  Ketler,  and  George  Dobervich  »» 
filing  Jointly  and  are  all  signatory  ^lfe  b 
parties  to  the  sales  contract  dated  Aprils  it 
1957.  '  I 


6  The  Nueces  Company,  Operator  of  the  £ 
Atlee  Parr  “C”  lease,  is  filing  as  Agent  for  the  1 
following  owners  of  working  interests:  The  1 
OU  Corporation,  Orion  Oil  Corporation  1 
Crutchfield  &  Pruett  (a  partnership  com-  1 
posed  of  John  W.  Crutchfield  and  Horton  T,  1 
Pruett) ,  R.  W.  Dupey,  B.  A.  Lay,  Irving  Born  1 
stein,  Joe  Simon,  Dave  Green,  J.  H.  Sterling,  ' 
E.  E.  Bobys,  Lyle  Wilson,  Simon  Grossnu 
and  W.  T.  Bradford.  All  are  signatory  sella 
parties  to  the  gas  sales  contract  dated  March 
25,  1957.  It  is  noted  that  the  Operator  fc 
neither  a  signatory  seller  party  to  the  sub. 

Ject  gas  sales  contract  nor  a  working  interest  I 
owner.  However,  John  W.  Crutchfield,  I 
President  of  The  Nueces  Company,  Operator  I 
is  also  a  partner  in  the  partnership  of  I 
Crutchfield  &  Pruett,  which  partnership  owns  I 
a  working  interest  of  12.5  percent  and  Is  1 1 
signatory  seller  party  to  the  subject  gas  sales  I 
contract. 

1  The  Atlantic  Refining  Company,  Oper- 1 
ator,  is  filing  for  itself  and  on  behalf  of  Sin¬ 
clair  Oil  and  Gas  Company,  and  as  Operator 
lists  the  following  owners  of  working  In-  I 
terests  in  two  gas  units :  W.  B.  Fullen,  et  to,  I 
Lease:  The  Atlantic  Refiining  Company,  Op-  I 
erator,  and  Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Company;  I 
Callie  Simmons  Unit :  The  Atlantic  Refining  I 
Company,  Operator,  Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Coen-  I 
pany,  Paul  E.  Daugherty,  L.  L.  Williams,  J.B  I 
McAdams,  W.  L.  Pickens,  and  W.  L.  Trotti  I 
or  W.  B.  Mattison.  Atlantic  and  Sinclair  I 
are  signatory  seller  parties  to  the  amenda-| 
tory  agreement  dated  December  14,  1956  1 
Applications  cover  proposed  sale  pursuant! 
to  the  subject  amendatory  agreement  which! 
adds  additional  acreage  to  a  basic  contract  I 
dated  June  9,  1952,  as  amended.  Houston! 
Oil  Company  of  Texas  (now  The  Atlantic  Be- 1 
fining  Company)  and  American  Republics  I 
Corporation  (now  Sinclair  Oil  and  Gas  Con-  I 
pany)  are  signatory  seller  parties  to  the  I 
basic  contract  involved  herein.  Atlantic  I 
was  authorized  in  Docket  No.  G-10354totata  I 
over  the  operations  of  the  Houston  Oil  Com-  I 
pany  of  Texas,  which  company  in  turn  wu  I 
authorized  to  sell  gas  under  the  basic  con- 1 
tract  in  Docket  No.  G-6602.  Production  lim- 1 
ited  to  formations  down  to  base  of  Noda-I 
saria  Sand.  I 

*  Honaker-Davis  Drilling  Company,  Oper- 1 
ator,  a  partnership  composed  of  Joe  J.  Horn- 1 
ker.  Ruby  Lee  Honaker,  H.  C.  Davis  andH.S.  I 
Forbes,  is  filing  for  itself  and  on  behalf  A I 
nonoperating  owners  of  working  interests  I 
The  following  owners  of  working  interest*  I 
are  listed  in  the  application:  Honaker-Datis I 
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Company,  Operator,  Hudson  Gas  & 

n  iwDoration,  W.  G.  Haun,  James  D.  Con- 
0  G  S.  Flagg,  Frank  Flagg,  W.  J.  Finn, 
W3*,a -L.  Nelson,  Fred  Steffens,  J.  H.  Page, 
Ford  Jr.,  Hal  Lainson,  John  Lainson, 
fJL  p  Swan,  C.  L.  Van  Horn,  Claren  Kerr, 
c-  nneth  Morrison,  R.  J.  Kealy,  Frank  Keal\* 
eo  Whlteman’  Thomas  creigh,  Jr->  Juliana 
o  Minier,  John  R.  Seberg  and  Elizabeth  E. 
ffarvel  T*16  individual  partners  of  the 
Honaker-Davis  Drilling  Company  are  the 

i„  cienatory  seller  parties  to  the  gas  sales 
contract  dated  April  15,  1957. 

>  Nemaha  Oil  Company,  Operator,  is  filing 
•  dividually  for  its  interest  in  production 
from  the  subject  acreage  and  is  the  only 
(donatory  seller  party  to  the  gas  sales  con¬ 
tract  dated  February  18,  1957.  On  Septem¬ 
ber  30  1957,  Operator  amended  its  applica¬ 
tion  to  file  as  agent  for  the  following 
co-owners:  Herbert  W.  Grindal.  John  A. 
Murphy  and  Mrs.  Helen  Mitchell,  The  Invest¬ 
ment  Corporation  of  Philadelphia,  Lloyd  D. 
Klingmon,  Jack  Munger  and  Edward  F. 
Langhan,  which  co-owners  are  all  signatory 
seller  parties  to  a  separate  contract  with  El 
Paso  dated  June  6,  1957,  which  contract  is 
identical  in  terms  and  conditions  to  Oper¬ 
ator’s  contract  dated  February  18,  1957. 

» Loris  Swadley  is  filing  for  himself  and  on 
behalf  of  the  following  additional  members 
in  a  partnership :  Arnold  Summers,  Kathleen 
Barker,  C.  G.  Davis,  Roy  Barker,  Mrs.  Eileen 
S.  Phillips,  Patrick  Reale,  Wayne  Davis,  Paris 
Frymier,  Everett  B.  Ellison,  Thomas  J.  Reed, 

E.  G.  Rollyson,  Paul  C.  Stalnaker,  Robert 
Hardman,  John  R.  Wagner,  Gilbert  Reed, 

A.  B.  Byrd,  J.  H.  Shuman,  Guy  B.  Young, 
Willard  E.  Ferrell,  W.  R.  Cunningham,  L.  K. 
Matheny,  L.  A.  Haymond  and  J.  W.  Cunning¬ 
ham.  Loris  Swadley  is  a  signatory  seller 
party  to  the  gas  sales  contract  dated  August 
14,  1957,  and  the  remaining  above-named 
individuals  are  also  signatory  seller  parties 
to  the  subject  contract  through  the  signa¬ 
ture  of  Loris  Swadley  who  has  signed  the 
contract  as  Attorney-in-Fact  for  said  in¬ 
dividuals. 

a  Franklin  Adkins,  Agent,  is  filing  for 
Adkins  Drilling  Company,  Inc.,  Dr.  Edfoin 
Humphrey,  Dr.  Floyd  S.  Taylor,  Webster 
Myers,  Hal  Pack,  W.  H.  Williams,  Adine  Dud¬ 
ley,  Fred  McCorkle,  Elizabeth  H.  Wehrle, 
Ralph  Lamb,  Ohlen  Adkins,  Robert  Adkins, 
Dessil  Adkins  and  Teddie  Adkins.  All  co¬ 
owners  are  signatory  seller  parties  to  the  gas 
sales  contract  dated  July  31,  1957. 

"Jules  G.  Franks  is  filing  for  himself  and 
with  John  H.  Kelsay  as  agents  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  co-owners:  William  H.  Ellis,  George 

F.  Barker,  Mrs.  Harry  Gertz,  Robert  Z.  Cates, 
William  L.  Ouzts,  Lawrence  J.  Kisner,  Vir¬ 
ginia  E.  Kisner,  Harold  H.  Nace,  Enos  M. 
Keeley,  Bertha  I.  Keeley,  Howard  E.  Stern, 
Isaac  G.  Moyer  or  Lydia  Moyer,  Dr.  Samuel 
Weics,  Don  Pasquale,  William  J.  O'Hara,  Dr. 
Julius  Grodinsky,  W.  H.  Busch  and  Ruth  S. 
Franks.  Jules  G.  Franks  is  a  signatory  seller 
party  to  the  gas  sales  contract  dated  August 
9,  1957,  and  the  remaining  above-named 
individuals  are  also  signatory  parties  to  the 
contract  through  the  signatures  of  Jules  G. 
Franks  and  John  H.  Kelsay  who  have  signed 
the  contract  as  Attorneys-in-Fact  for  said 
individuals. 

“Wallace  Harrison  is  filing  for  his  un¬ 
divided  interest  in  approximately  60  acres. 
Production  is  limited  to  depths  down  to  base 
of  the  Tuscaloosa  Formation. 

14  The  Carter  Oil  Company,  Nonoperator,  is 
filing  for  its  interest  in  the  Gerber  C-731 
Unit,  production  from  which  is  proposed  to 
be  sold  under  a  ratification  agreement  dated 
August  16,  1957,  of  a  basic  contract  dated 
February  9,  1956,  as  amended,  between  The 
Texas  Company  and  Northern  Natural  Gas 
Company.  Both  Applicant  and  Northern  are 
signatory  parties  to  the  subject  ratification 
agreement.  The  Texas  Company  was  author¬ 
ized  in  Docket  No.  G-10083  covering  the  basic 
contract.  Supplement  filed  November  8.  1957, 
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for  the  proposed  sale  pursuant  to  an  amenda¬ 
tory  agreement  dated  October  23,  1957,  which 
adds  additional  acreage  to  subject  ratifica¬ 
tion  agreement.  Production  is  limited  to 
depths  above  sea  level. 

15  C.  W.  Murchison,  Frank  A.  Schultz,  J. 
Glenn  Turner,  and  William  G.  Webb,  Non¬ 
operators,  are  filing  individually  for  their  fol¬ 
lowing  interests:  (1)  Frank  Vigil  Lease 
(2,611.2  acres) — C.  W.  Murchison,  Frank  A. 
Schultz,  J.  Glenn  Turner,  and  William  G. 
Webb;  (2)  19  leases  comprising  9,486.56 

acres — C.  W.  Murchison,  Frank  A.  Schultz, 

J.  Glenn  Turner,  and  William  G.  Webb.  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company,  Operator  and 
Purchaser,  owns  13.57  percent  interest  in 
the  Frank  Vigil  Lease  and  25  percent  interest 
in  the  19  leases.  All  four  Applicants  are 
signatory  seller  parties  to  the  gas  sales  con¬ 
tract  dated  March  18,  1957.  Production  is 
limited  to  depths  down  to  base  of  Dakota 
Formation. 

1<4The  application  states  that  T.  H.  Mc- 
Eivain  and  Catherine  McElvain  are  filing  for 
authorization  to  sell  natural  gas  produced 
from  the  Hill  Lease.  However,  T.  H.  Mc¬ 
Elvain  is  the  only  signatory  seller  party  to 
the  gas  sales  contract  dated  December  21, 
1956,  and  the  contractual  relationship  of 
Catherine  McElvain  is  not  stated.  Produc¬ 
tion  is  limited  to  the  Mesa  Verde  Formation. 

17  Vanson  Production  Corporation,  Opera¬ 
tor,  is  filing  to  sell  the  additional  gas  attrib¬ 
utable  to  the  interest  of  the  nonoperator, 
The  Ohio  Oil  Company,  pursuant  to  Vanson’s 
basic  sales  contract,  as  amended  (to  which 
Ohio  Oil  is  not  a  signatory  party)  in  the 
following  units:  Norris  Unit,  Petty  Unit, 
James  “C”  Unit,  and  the  James  “T”  Unit. 
The  Ohio  Oil  Company’s  interest  in  produc¬ 
tion  from  the  above-named  units  will  be  sold 
pursuant  to  an  amendatory  agreement  dated 
August  6,  1957,  which  adds  additional  acre¬ 
age,  to  the  extent  of  Ohio’s  interest,  to  a 
basic  contract  dated  August  2,  1954,  between 
Vanson  and  Southern  Natural.  Vanson  was 
authorized  in  Docket  No.  G-2560  covering 
the  sale  of  gas  under  the  basic  contract. 

3H  Sun  Oil  Company,  Nonoperator,  is  filing 
for  its  interest  in  the  Upper  Bearhead  Creek 
Sand  Unit,  production  from  which  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  sold  under  a  ratification  agree¬ 
ment  dated  March  21,  1957,  of  a  basic  con¬ 
tract  dated  March  2,  1956,  between  H.  L. 
Hunt,  et  al.  (sellers)  and  Trunkline  Gas 
Company  (buyer) .  Applicant,  Trunkline  and 
H.  L.  Hunt  (Operator  of  unitized  unit)  are 
all  signatory  parties  to  the  subject  ratifica¬ 
tion  agreement. 

“'Phillips  Petroleum  Company,  Nonopera¬ 
tor,  is  filing  for  its  interest  in  the  Horizon- 
Green  Gas  Unit,  production  from  which  is 
proposed  to  be  sold  under  a  ratification 
agreement  dated  August  21,  1957,  of  a  basic 
contract  dated  April  22,  1957,  between  Hori¬ 
zon  Oil  and  Gas  Company,  Operator,  et  al. 
(sellers)  and  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas 
Company,  Ihc.  (buyer).  Applicant  and 
Kansas-Nebraska  are  both  signatory  parties 
to  the  subject  ratification  agreement.  The 
basic  gas  sales  contract  limits  production 
to  depths  below  Hugoton  Formation  or  sea 
level  (whichever  is  greater) . 

80  Sohio  Petroleum  Company,  Nonoperator, 
is  filing  for  its  interest  in  the  Loffland  Unit. 
Production  from  aforesaid  unit  is  proposed 
to  be  sold  under  a  ratification  agreement 
dated  April  3,  1957,  of  a  basic  contract  dated 
June  29,  1951,  as  amended,  between  J.  M. 
Huber  Corporation,  Operator  (seller),  and 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company 
(buyer).  Both  Applicant  and  Panhandle 
Eastern  are  signatory  parties  to  the  subject 
ratification  agreement. 

23  Wood  River  Oil  and  Refining  Company, 
Operator,  is  filing  for  its  interest  in  the 
following  five  wells:  Nos.  48-35,  49-35,  44-26, 
37-31  and  53-27,  production  from  which  is 
proposed  to  be  sold  under  three  amendatory 
agreements  dated  November  1,  1956,  October 
1,  1957,  and  October  23,  1957,  which  add 


additional  acreages  to  a  basic  contract  dated 
June  8, 1953. 

22  Fairman  Drilling  Company,  a  partner¬ 
ship  consisting  of  Henry  H.  Fairman,  Harry 
H.  Fairman,  Earl  F.  Fairman,  Frank  F.  Fair- 
man,  Ernest  E.  Fairman,  Milo  M.  Fairman, 
Roy  R.  Fairman,  and  Herbert  S.  Griffiths,  is 
filing  for  its  50  percent  interest  in  the  F.  J. 
Scholl  et  ux.,  Lease.  AIL  above-named  part¬ 
ners  are  signatory  seller  parties  to  the  gas 
sales  contract  dated  April  24,  1957.  Devonian 
Gas  &  Oil  Company,  from  whom  Fairman 
Drilling  Company  obtained  by  assignment 
its  interest  in  the  subject  lease,  is  also  a 
signatory  seller  party  to  the  subject  gas 
sales  contract  but  there  is  no  indication  that 
the  subject  application  includes  Devonian 
Gas  &  Oil  Company. 

“Dunn-Mar  Oil  and  Gas  Company  and 
Dora  E.  Snodgrass  are  both  signatory  seller 
parties  to  the  gas  sales  contract  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  10, 1957. 

84  Jules  G.  Franks  is  filing  individually  and 
Jules  G.  Franks  and  John  H.  Kelsay  are  filing 
as  Attorneys-in-Fact  for  the  following  co¬ 
owners:  William  H.  Ellis,  Sadie  Gertz,  Diana 
R.  Gertz,  Robert  Z.  Gates,  William  Busch, 
Ruth  S.  Franks,  John  C.  Yenter,  Howard  E. 
Stern,  Dr.  Samuel  Weiss,  Isaac  G.  Moyer  or 
Lydia  Moyer,  Enos  M.  Keeley,  Bertha  I. 
Keeley,  Harold  H.  Nace,  William  J.  O’Hara, 
Don  Pasquale,  and  William  L.  Ouzts.  Jules 

G.  Franks  is  a  signatory  seller  party  to  the 
gas  sales  contract  dated  September  10,  1957, 
and  the  remaining  above-named  individuals 
are  also  signatory  seller  parties  to  the  subject 
contract  through  the  signatures  of  Jules  G. 
Franks  and  John  H.  Kelsay  who  have  signed 
the  contract  as  Attorneys-in-Fact  for  said 
individuals. 

25  Clark  &  Cowden  Production  Company, 
Operator,  is  filing  for  itself  and  on  behalf 
of  the  following  co-owners  who  together 
with  the  Operator  own  %  working  interest 
in  two  separate  leases:  Clark  and  Wilson, 
Rawlins  Clark  (Trustee  of  the  R.  L.  Clark 
Grandchildren’s  Trust) ,  Gardner  Petroleum 
Co.,  Lindsey  Hooper,  Gilcrease  Oil  Co.,  Ralph 
Gilliland  and  Estate  of  J.  W.  Gilliland.  Op¬ 
erator  and  co-owners  are  all  signatory  seller 
parties  to  the  gas  sales  contract  dated  August 
15,  1957.  Production  is  limited  to  depths 
above  the  Mesaverde  Formation. 

26  Carter-Jones  Drilling  Company,  Inc.,  a 
corporation,  filed  as  Operator  for  itself  and 
on  behalf  of  other  listed  co-owners  (applica¬ 
tion  also  lists  percentage  ownership  of  each ) . 
Carter  attained  signatory  status  to  sales 
contract  by  assignment  dated  July  1,  1957, 
from  Carter-Jones  Drilling  Company,  a 
co-partnership. 

27  McAlester  Fuel  Company  is  filing  for  it¬ 
self  and  on  behalf  of  Pan  American  Petroleum 
Corporation  who  each  own  50  percent  interest 
in  production  from  a  well  drilled  on  the 
Miller  Land  and  Lumber  Company  Lease. 
Both  are  signatory  seller  parties  to  the  gas 
sales  contract  dated  February  5,  1957. 

28  Toklan  Oil  Corporation  (formerly  Toklan 
Production  Company) ,  non-operator,  is  filing 
for  its  interest  in  640  acres,  production  from 
which  is  proposed  to  be  sold  under  a  ratifica¬ 
tion  agreement  dated  October  15,  1957,  of  a 
basic  contract  dated  February  21,  1955,  be¬ 
tween  The  Texas  Company  (operator  of 
subject  acreage)  and  Natural  Gas  Pipeline 
Company  of  America.  Toklan  and  Pipeline 
Company  of  America  are  both  signatory 
parties  to  the  subject  ratification  agreement. 
The  Texas  Company  was  authorized  in 
Docket  No.  G-8820  covering  the  sale  of  gas 
under  the  basic  contract.  The  basic  contract 
limits  production  to  horizons  down  to  a 
depth  of  6,900  feet  below  the  surface. 

28  Guy  Freed,  Attorney-in-^act,  is  filing  for 
the  Connally  Oil  Company  and  as  Attorney- 
in-Fact  is  the  only  signatory  seller  party  to 
the  gas  sales  contract  dated  November  12, 
1957. 

M  Sohio  Petroleum  Company  (Sohio)  and 
Sun  Oil  Company  (Sun),  nonoperators,  are 
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filing  for  their  interest  in  production  from 
the  Houssiere-Latreille  Unit  No.  R-5  and  are 
signatory  seller  parties  to  the  ratification 
agreement  dated  September  23,  1957,  which 
has  also  been  signed  by  the  purchaser  and 
Maracaibo  Oil  Exploration  Corporation  (Mar¬ 
acaibo),  Operator.  The  applications  in 
Docket  Nos.  G-13829  and  G-139Q8  cover  pro¬ 
posed  sales  of  natural  gas  pursuant  to  the 
subject  ratification  agreement  of  a  basic  con¬ 
tract  dated  December  1,  1951,  between  Mara¬ 
caibo,  et  al..  Sellers,  and  Louisiana  Natural 
Gas  Corporation  (predecessor  in  interest  to 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation) ,  Buyer. 
Maracaibo  was  authorized  in  Docket  No.  G- 
3198  to  sell  gas  under  the  basic  contract. 
Prior  to  the  time  of  the  subject  ratification 
agreement,  and  on  and  since  June  7,  1954, 
Sohio’s  and  Sun’s  shares  of  the  gas  involved 
in  the  subject  applications  are  being  disposed 
of  pursuant  to  the  Operator’s  contract  with 
the  purchaser  to  which  contract  Sohio  and 
Sun  were  not  signatory  parties.  Production 
is  limited  to  the  Marginulina  No.  7  Sand. 

w  Application  covers  the  proposed  sale  of 
natural  gas  under  a  basic  contract  dated 
October  18,  1955,  and  amendatory  agreement 
dated  October  10,  1956,  which  adds  additional 
acreage  to  the  basic  contract  Applicant  is 
the  only  signatory  seller  party  to  the  basic 
contract  and  amendatory  agreement  involved 
herein.  Production  is  from  the  Mesa  Verde 
Formation. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  58-1341:  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:48  a.  m  ] 


[Docket  No.  G-13143  etc.] 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING 

February  21, 1958. 

'  In  the  matters  of  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation,  Docket  Nos. 
G-13143,  G-13590  and  G-13745;  New 
York  State  Natural  Gas  Corporation, 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation,  Docket  No.  G-13793. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  appli¬ 
cations  in  the  above-designated  matters, 
notice  of  which  was  issued  on  February 
12,  1958  (published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  February  15,  1958,  23  F.  R.  1018), 
are  scheduled  for  a  hearing  to  be  com¬ 
menced  on  March  10,  1958  at  10:00  a.  m., 
e.  s.  t.,  in  a  Hearing  Room  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  441  G  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.  In  accordance 
with  the  directions  of  the  Commission, 
Applicants,  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corporation,  New  York  State 
Natural  Gas  Corporation  and  Texas 
Eastern  Transmission  Corporation,  shall 
go  forward  with  their  direct  case  by  sub¬ 
mitting  testimony  and  exhibits  in  sup¬ 
port  of  their  application  and  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Examiner  shall  thereafter  recess  the 
hearing  to  a  date  to  be  hereafter  fixed 
by  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1429:  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

11:51  a.  m.J 


TARIFF  COMMISSION 

[Investigation  No.  201 
Tung  Nuts 

institution  of  investigation  and  notice 

OF  HEARING 

Institution  of  investigation.  By  di¬ 
rection  of  the  President,  in  a  letter'dated 
February  20,  1958,  the  United  States 
Tariff  Commission,  on  the  21st  day  of 
February  1958,  instituted,  and  hereby 
gives  notice  of,  an  investigation  under 
section  22  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act,  as  amended,  and  Executive  Order 
7233  of  November  23,  1935,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  determining  whether  tung  nuts 
are  practically  certain  to  be  imported 
into  the  United  States  under  such  con¬ 
ditions  and  in  such  quantities  as  to 
render  or  tend  to  render  ineffective,  or 
materially  interfere  with  the  price- 
support  program  for  tung  nuts  and  tung 
oil  undertaken  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  pursuant  to  section  201 
of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  or  to  reduce  substantially  the 
amount  of  products  processed  in  the 
United  States  from  domestic  tung  nuts  or 
tung  oil  with  respect  to  which  such  pro¬ 
gram  is  being  undertaken.  If  restrictions 
of  imports  of  tung  nuts  are  found  to  be 
warranted,  consideration  will  be  given 
to  the  possibility  of  counting  the  oil  con¬ 
tent  of  tung  nuts  against  the  quota  under 
section  22  on  imports  of  tung  oil  (22  F.  R. 
7265). 

Hearing.  A  public  hearing  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  investigation  will  be 
held  in  the  Tariff  Commission  hearing 
room,  Tariff  Commission  Building, 
Eighth  and  E  Streets  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  beginning  at  10  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  on 
March  10,  1958.  All  parties  interested 
will  be  given  opportunity  to  be  present, 
to  produce  evidence,  and  to  he  heard  at 
such  hearing. 

Request  to  appear.  Interested  parties 
desiring  to  appear  at  the  public  hearing 
should  notify  the  Secretary  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  in  writing,  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  at  least  3  days  in 
advance  of  the  date  set  for  the  hearing. 

Issued:  February  21,  1958. 

By  order  of  the  Commission: 

Donn  N.  Bent, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1427;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

11:33  a.  m.) 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Disaster  Order  5,  Amdt.l] 

Florida 

transportation  of  hay  and  feed  for 
livestock  at  reduced  rates 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Disas¬ 
ter  Order  No.  5,  and  upon  consideration 
of  a  request  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  dated  February  17,  1958,  to  extend 
authority  under  section  22  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  the  estab¬ 


lishment  of  reduced  rates  on  hay  am 
feed  for  livestock  to  the  disaster  ar 
in  Florida  described  in  said  order- 

It  is  ordered.  That  Disaster  Order  v 
5  of  February  12,  1958,  be,  and  it  is  w 
►by  amended,  to  provide  that  the  authm 
ity  therein  granted  to  establish 
maintain  until  May  12,  1958,  reduwS 
rates  on  barley,  oats,  corn,  and  sorghum 
grains  to  the  disaster  areas  in  Fiorfo 
as  therein  described,  shall  also  apply  t! 
establish  and  maintain  until  May  12 
1958,  reduced  rates  on  hay  and  feed  for 
livestock.  01 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
to  the  affected  railroads  and  the  geneno 
public  shall  be  given  by  depositing  a  cmv 
of  this  order  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission  and  by  filing  a  cZi 
with  the  Director,  Division  of  the  Federal 
Register;  and  that  copies  be  mailed  to 
the  Chairman  of  the  Traffic  Executive 
Association  -  Eastern  Railroads,  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  the  Chairman  of  the  South- 
ern  Freight  Association,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
the  Chairman  of  the  Executive  Commit 
tee,  Western  Traffic  Association,  Chicago 
Illinois,  the  Traffic  Vice-President  of  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads 
Washington,  D.  C.,  and  to  the  President 
of  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  18th 
day  of  February  1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy,’ 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1351;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:50  a.  m.] 
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OFFICE  OF  DEFENSE 
MOBILIZATION 

Philip  N.  Powers 

appointee’s  statement  of  changes  n 

BUSINESS  INTERESTS 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsec¬ 
tion  710  (b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

Green  Mountain  Uranium  (addition). 
Sabre  Pinon  (addition) . 

Firth  Sterling  Co.  (addition) . 

Midwest  Piping  (addition) . 

Collins  Radio  Corp.  (deletion) . 
Hydrometals  (deletion). 

This  amends  statement  previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  Au¬ 
gust  17,  1957  (22  F.  R.  6G40). 

Dated:  February  1,  1958.  . 

Philip  N.  Powers. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1342;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:48  a.  m.J 


R.  Carter  Wellford 
appointee’s  statement  of  changes  is 

BUSINESS  INTERESTS 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsec- 


February  22,  1958 
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n  710  (b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended, 
g  I  du  Pont  de  Nemours  (same  as  pre- 

•dons  report )  • 

General  Motors  (same  as  previous  report). 
Standard  Oil  of  New  Jersey  (added  since 
previous  report). 

•  This  amends  statement  previously 
ihlished  in  the  Federal  Register  Au- 
J  17, 1957  (22F.R.  6639). 

Dated:  February  1,  1958. 

R.  Carter  Wellford. 

_  B  doc.  58-1343;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
‘  '  '  8:48  a.  m.] 


Thomas  R.  Reid 

APPOINTEE’S  statement  of  changes  in 
business  interests 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
Dames  of  concerns  required  by  subsec¬ 
tion  710  (b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

No  changes  since  last  submission  of  Form* 
ODM-163. 

This  amends  statement  previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  Au¬ 
gust  17,  1958  (22  F.  R.  6638). 

Dated:  February  1, 1958. 

Thomas  R.  Reid. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  58-1344;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


George  Ross  LeSauvage 

appointee’s  statement  of  changes  in 
BUSINESS  INTERESTS 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsec¬ 
tion  710  (b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

No  changes  since  last  report  except  the 
purchase  of  two  hundred  shares  (200)  — 
Frank  G.  Shattuck  Company. 

This  amends  statement  previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  Au¬ 
gust  17,  1957  (22  F.  R.  6639). 

Dated:  February  1,  1958. 

George  Ross  LeSauvage. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1345;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:49  a.  m.J 


Maurice  C.  Walsh 

appointee’s  statement  of  changes  in 
business  interests 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsec¬ 
tion  710  (b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

No  changes  since  last  report  except  now 
also  President  of  Panamericana  Textil  S.  A., 
Sao  Paulo,  Brazil. 

This  amends  statement  previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
August  21,  1957  (22  F.  R.  6730). 

Dated:  February  1,  1958. 

Maurice  C.  Walsh. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1346;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 

8:49  a.  m.J 


James  F.  Brownlee 

appointee’s  statement  of  changes  in 
business  interests 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsection 
710  (b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

No  change  since  last  report. 

This  amends  statement  previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
August  24,  1957  (22  F.  R.  6882). 

Dated:  February  1, 1958. 

James  F.  Brownlee. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1347;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:49  a.  m.J 


Gordon  B.  Carson 
appointee’s  statement  of  changes  in 

BUSINESS  INTERESTS 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsec¬ 
tion  710  (b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

Industrial  Nucleonics,  Incorporated  (addi¬ 
tion). 

This  amends  statement  previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  August 
17,  1957  (22  F.  R.  6639). 

Dated:  February  1, 1958. 

Gordon  B.  Carson. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1348;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:49  a.  m.J 


This  amends  statement  previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  Sep¬ 
tember  10,  1957  (22  F.  R.  7216). 

Dated:  February  10,  1958. 

J.  Ed  Warren. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1350;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:49  a.  m.J 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Maria  Helena  Looman-Bijl 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting*  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva¬ 
tory  expenses: 

\ 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Maria  Helena  Looman-Bijl,  Rijswijk,  The 
Netherlands;  Claim  No.  66741;  Vesting  Order 
No.  17915;  $135.02  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States.  „ 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
February  14,  1958. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[  seal  1  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property * 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1328;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:46  a.  m.J 


Sam  Ewing 

APPOINTEE’S  STATEMENT  OF  CHANGES  IN 
BUSINESS  INTERESTS 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsection 
710  (b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

No  change  since  last  report. 

This  amends  statement  previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  August 
21,  1957  (22  F.  R.  6730). 

Dated:  January  9,  1958. 

Sam  Ewing. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1349;  Filed.  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:49  a.  m.J 


J.  Ed  Warren 

appointee’s  statement  of  changes  in 

BUSINESS  INTERESTS 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsection 
710  (b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

Deletions: 

Warner  Brothers. 

Continental  Oil. 

Phillips  Petroleum. 

Exchange  of  Stock :  • 

From:  Target  Petroleums.  Ltd. 

To:  Savanna  Crdfek  Gas  &  Oil,  Ltd. 


Laszlo  Rosa  AschafFenburg 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property  located  in  Washington,  D.  C., 
including  all  royalties  accrued  thereun¬ 
der  and  all  damages  and  profits  recover¬ 
able  for  past  infringement  thereof,  after 
adequate  provision  for  taxes  and  con¬ 
servatory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  and  Property 

Dr.  Laszlo  Rosa  Aschaffenburg,  Stadt  Kran- 
kenhaus,  Germany;  Claim  No.  37402;  Vesting 
Order  No.  94;  An  undivided  one-half  interest 
in  and  to  property  described  in  Vesting  Order 
No.  94  (7  F.  R.  6693;  August  25,  1942)  relating 
to  Patent  Application  Serial  No.  333,232  (now 
United  States  Letters  Patent  No:  2,352,011) 
and  Patent  Application  Serial  No.  320,074 
(now  United  States  Letters  Patent  No. 
2,409,317). 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
February  13, 1958. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1331;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:46  a.  m.J 
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NOTICES 


Tayo  Nishii 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as 
amended,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  inten¬ 
tion  to  return,  on  or  after  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  hereof,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  property,  subject  to  any  increase 
or  decrease  resulting  from  the  admin¬ 
istration  thereof  prior  to  return,  and 
after  adequate  provision  for  taxes  and 
conservatory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Mrs.  Tayo  Nishii,  Gomez  Farias  78,  Guada¬ 
lajara,  Jalisco,  Mexico;  Claim  No.  62776; 
Vesting  Order  No.  18041;  $801.66  in  the 
Treasury  ol  the  United  States. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
February  13,  1958. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1329;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


Johanna  L.  Quirin 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention 
to  return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property,  subject  to  any  increase  or  de¬ 
crease  resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva¬ 
tory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Johanna  L.  Quirin,  Montigny  les  Metz, 
France;  Claim  No.  41669;  Vesting  Order  No. 
8348;  $117.45  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
February  13,  1958. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1330;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  1958; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


Carlos  Otto  Hup 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VEST** 
PROPERTY  ***• 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amenSS' 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  dat 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrea® 
resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserve 
tory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Carlos  Otto  Ruf,  Calle  Pte.  Avellaneda  4ifi 
Zapala,  FCNGR.,  Prov.  Neuquen,  Argentina 
Claim  No.  63532;  Vesting  Order  No.  123151. 
$19,985.28  in  the  Treasury  of  the  Unit*! 
States. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  c.  on 
February  13,  1958. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-1332;  Filed,  Feb.  21,  195a. 
8:46  a.m.] 


( 


